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Rules and Regulations 


Title 8—ALIENS AND ' 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter I—Immigration and Natural¬ 
ization Service, Department of 
Justice 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 

The following amendments to Chapter 
I of Title 8 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations are hereby prescribed: 

PART 101—presumption of 

LAWFUL ADMISSION 

Subparagraph (1) of paragraph (j) of 
§101.1 is amended so that when taken 
with the introductory material it will 
read as follows: 

§ 101.1 Presumption of lawful admis¬ 
sion. 

A member of the following classes shall 
be presumed to have been lawfully ad¬ 
mitted for permanent residence even 
though a record of his admission cannot 
be found, except as otherwise provided 
in this section, unless he abandoned his 
lawful permanent resident status or sub¬ 
sequently lost that status by operation of 
law: 


* * t * * 

(j) Erroneous admission as United 
States citizens or as children of citizens. 
(1) An alien for whom there exists 
a record of admission prior to Septem¬ 
ber 11, 1957, as a United States citizen 
who establishes that at the time of such 
admission he was the child of a United 
States citizen parent; he was erroneously 
issued a United States passport or in¬ 
cluded in the United States passport of 
bis citizen parent accompanying him or 
to whom he was destined; no fraud or 
misrepresentation was practiced by him 
in the issuance of the passport or in gain¬ 
ing admission; he was otherwise admis¬ 
sive at the time of entry except for 
ailure to meet visa or passport require- 
jn en ts; and he has maintained a resi- 
ence in the United States since the date 
admission. For the purposes of the 
foregoing, the terms “child” and 
Sha11 defined as in section 
aiu * 0f the Emigration and Nation- 
Wlty A ct, as amended. 


PART 214—NONIMMIGRAT 
CLASSES 

oftfe 8raPh (1) of para S ra I 

With it 2 ? amended so that when 

r ^da S foKsf UCt ° ry mat6rial 


§ 214.2 Special requirements for admis¬ 
sion, extension, and maintenance of 
status. 

The general requirements in § 214.1 
are modified for the following nonim¬ 
migrant classes: 

***** 

(c) Transits —(1) Without visas. 
Any alien, except a citizen and resident 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub¬ 
lics, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania, Bul¬ 
garia, Albania, Cuba, Communist-con¬ 
trolled China (“Chinese People’s Re¬ 
public”), North Korea (“Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea”), the Soviet 
Zone of Germany (“German Demo¬ 
cratic Republic”), North Viet-Nam 
(“Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam”), 
and Outer Mongolia (“Mongolian Peo¬ 
ple’s Republic”), applying for immedi¬ 
ate and continuous transit through the 
United States, must establish that he is 
admissible; that he has confirmed and 
onward reservations to at least the next 
country beyond the United States (ex¬ 
cept that, if seeking to join a vessel or 
aircraft in the United States as a crew¬ 
man, the vessel or aircraft will depart 
directly foreign, and his departure will 
be completed within a maximum of 5 
calendar days after his arrival, and, if 
joining a vessel, the crewman is in pos¬ 
session of, or makes application upon 
arrival for, a Form 1-184 permanent 
landing permit and identification card), 
and that he has a document establish¬ 
ing his ability to enter some country 
other than the United States. Except 
for transit from one part of foreign 
contiguous territory to another part of 
the same territory, application for direct 
transit without a visa must be made at 
one of the following ports of entry: Bos¬ 
ton, Mass.; New York, N.Y.; Norfolk, 
Va.; Baltimore, Md.; Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Miami, Fla.; Tampa, Fla.; New Orleans, 
La.; San Antonio, Tex.; Dallas, Tex.; 
Houston, Tex.; Brownsville, Tex.; San 
Diego, Calif.; Los Angeles, Calif.; San 
Francisco, Calif.; Honolulu, Hawaii; 
Seattle, Wash.; Portland, Oreg.; St. 
Paul, Minn.; Chicago, Ill.; Detroit, 
Mich.; Anchorage, Alaska; San Juan, 
P.R.; Charlotte Amalie, V.I.; Christian- 
sted, V.I.; Agana, Guam. The accept¬ 
ance of the transit privilege constitutes 
an agreement by the alien, and the car¬ 
rier that he will depart voluntarily from 
the United States without recourse to 
any hearing or proceeding provided for 
in this chapter and that at all times he 
is not aboard an aircraft which is in 
flight through the United States he shall 
be in the custody directed by the district 
director, provided that if admissibility 
is established only after exercise of the 
discretion contained in section 212(d) 
(3) (B) of the Act the alien shall be in 
the custody of the Service at carrier ex¬ 


pense and must depart on the earliest 
and most direct^ foreign-destined plane 
or vessel. 


PART 237—DEPORTATION OF 
EXCLUDED ALIENS 

Section 237.5 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 237.5 Notice to transportation line of 
alien’s exclusion. 

An excluded alien shall, immediately 
or as promptly as the circumstances per¬ 
mit, be offered for deportation to the 
master, commanding officer, purser, per¬ 
son in charge, agent, owner, or consignee 
of the vessel or aircraft on which the 
alien is to be deported, as determined by 
the district director, with a written not¬ 
ice specifying the cause of exclusion, the 
class of travel in which such alien ar¬ 
rived and is to be deported, and with the 
return of any documentation which will 
assist in effecting his deportation. If 
special care and attention is required, 
the provisions of § 243.7 of this chapter 
shall apply. 

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 

This order shall become effective on 
the date of its publication in the Federal 
Register. Compliance with the provi¬ 
sions of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 
1003), as to notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing and delayed effective date, is unnec¬ 
essary in this instance because the rules 
prescribed by the order, other than those 
which are editorial in nature, relate to 
agency procedure. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

R. F. Farrell; 

Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1661; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:49 a.m.] 

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1074; Arndt. 401] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Sud Aviation Alouette II SE 3130 
Helicopters 

Amendment 154, 25 F.R. 4376, requires 
inspection of the tail rotor blade surfaces 
at the attachment bolts on Alouette II 
SE 3130 helicopters. Inspection of a 
failed tail rotor blade disclosed cracks 
in the skin adjacent to the outboard end 

1479 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


of the reinforcement plate. Therefore, 
Amendment 154 is being revised to re¬ 
quire inspection of the entire area which 
is subject to cracking. 

As a situation exists which demands 
immediate action in the interest of 
safety, it is found that notice and pub¬ 
lic procedure hereon are impracticable 
and good cause exists for making this 
amendment effective in less than 30 days 
after date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended as follows: 

Amendment 154, 25 F.R. 4376, Alouette 
II SE 3130 helicopters, is amended by 
revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 

(a) Visually inspect the upper and lower 
blade surfaces to determine that the blade 
cuff at the attachment bolts and the skin 
around the entire reinforcement plate area 
are free from cracks. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive February 28,1962. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 13,1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1631; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Regulatory Docket No. 1072; Arndt. 399] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Fairchild F—27 Series Aircraft 

Amendment 312, 26 F.R. 6642, requires 
inspection and replacement of the main 
landing gear drag strut attaching bolts 
on Fairchild F-27 Series aircraft. The 
manufacturer has completed tests of a 
new bolt which is shown to have a higher 
fatigue life limitation. Therefore, 
Amendment 312 is being superseded by 
a new directive providing for the use of 
the new bolt. The compliance time for 
the new directive is expressed in terms 
of landings rather than hours time in 
service since this is a more realistic basis 
for parts affected only by landings. 

Since this amendment relaxes a re¬ 
quirement and imposes no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and it 
may be made effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507) is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Fairchild. Applies to all F-27 Series air¬ 
craft. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

Due to the failure of several main landing 
gear drag strut attaching bolts, the following 


is required on aircraft having accumulated 
300 or more landings. (It will be necessary 
for operators to maintain a record of land¬ 
ings in order to ascertain compliance with 
this AD. If past records are unavailable, 
the number of landings prior to this AD may 
be estimated.) , 

(a) Within the next 50 landings after 
effective date of this AD unless already ac¬ 
complished within the past 100 landings: 

(1) Remove the bolts, Dowty P/Ns 9017Y11 
and 9027Y7, and inspect for cracks, using 
magnetic particle or dye penetrate methods, 
or FAA approved equivalents. Cracks ema¬ 
nate from the center grease hole and progress 
around the bolt circumference. Replace 
cracked bolts prior to further flight either 
with the original type bolts, nuts, and wash¬ 
ers, or the following: 

(1) For the upper bolt, P/N 9017Y11, sub¬ 
stitute any one of the following or FAA 
approved equivalent: Dowty bolt, P/N 
200021.064; NAS 630-38 bolt with one NAS 
143-10C washer under the bolt head, one 
NAS 143-10 washer under the nut, and an 
AN310-10 or AN320—10 nut; or Dowty bolt 
P/N 200021.267, with lock plate P/N 200021.- 
255, washer P/N BS/SP13-Q, and nut P/N 
A.103-LS. Dowty lock plate P/N 200021.255 
must be connected to Fairchild P/N 27- 
502033-11 with an AN173-11A bolt and an 
AN365-1032 nut as shown in Fairchild Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin 32-44 revised January 23, 1962, 
or FAA approved equivalent. Where an NAS 
630-38 bolt is not available, longer NAS 630 
bolt lengths may be used, with NAS 143-10 
washers under the nut, provided proper clear¬ 
ances are maintained. 

(ii) For the lower bolt, P/N 9027Y7, sub¬ 
stitute either of the following, or FAA ap¬ 
proved equivalent: Dowty bolt, P/N 200042.- 
627, with washer P/N BS/SP16-Q, nut P/N 
SP878-2, bushing P/N 200021.347, grease 
adapter P/N 200021.348, nipple P/N MS15001- 
1 and split pin P/N BS/SP.9C10 or cotter pin 
P/N AN381—4—22, installed in accordance with 
Fairchild Service Bulletin No. 32-44, revised 
January 23, 1962; or NAS 632-60 bolt with 
one NAS 143-12C washer under the bolt head 
and an AN310-12 or AN320-12 nut. Where 
an NAS 632-60 bolt is not available, longer 
NAS 632 bolt lengths may be used with NAS 
143-12 washers under the nut provided 
proper clearances are maintained. 

(2) Drill a 0.141-inch diameter hole for a 
cotter pin in the NAS bolts listed in (a) (i) 
and (ii). Coat each NAS bolt with MIL- 
G-3278A grease before installing, and tighten 
nut to fit snug. 

(b) Oil NAS bolts daily with SAE 20 motor 
oil without removing. 

(c) If NAS bolts are installed inspect us-, 
ing the magnetic particle or dye penetrant 
methods or FAA approved equivalents, and 
regrease every 300 landings from the date of 
installation. Replace cracked bolts in ac¬ 
cordance with (a)(1). 

(d) If no cracks are evident in the exist¬ 
ing bolts, P/N’s 9017Y11 and 9027Y7, they 
may be reinstalled. Thereafter, remove and 
inspect the bolts per (a)(1) at intervals of 
150 landings from the date of reinstallation. 

(e) If Dowty bolts, P/N 200021.064, or new 
original bolts, Dowty P/N 9017Y11 or 9027Y7 
are used, further inspection is not required 
until the bolts have accumulated 300 land¬ 
ings. Thereafter, remove and inspect the 
bolts for cracks, using the magnetic particle 
or dye penetrant methods or FAA approved 
equivalent at intervals of 150 landings. Re¬ 
place cracked bolts in accordance With (a) 
( 1 ). 

(f) If Dowty bolts, P/N 200021.267, are 
used, remove and inspect bushing P/N 27- 


502046—3 or FS—10381410—77 whichever is in-1 
stalled in the nacelle fitting P/N 27-502033-1 
11, and the drag strut bushing P/N D7761Y7 
If the bushing-bolt clearance does not ex- 
ceed 0.004 inch, subsequent inspection of the 
bolts for cracks using the magnetic particle 
or dye penetrant methods or FAA approved 
equivalents shall be within 3,000 landings 
and every 300 landings thereafter. Replace 
cracked bolts in accordance with (a) (1). The 
bushings are to be inspected at each bolt 
inspection. If bolt-bushing clearance is 
more than 0.004 inch but less than 0.006 inch 
subsequent inspection of the bolts and bush¬ 
ings shall be within each 300 landings until 
the bushings are replaced. After replace¬ 
ment of the bushing the next repetitive in¬ 
spection of the bolts and bushings shall be | 
within 3,000 landings after installation i 
the bolts and thereafter within each 300 I 
landings. Whenever the bushing-bolt clear¬ 
ance exceeds 0.006 inch replace the bushing 
prior to further flight except ferry flight in | 
accordance with the provisions of CAR 1.75. 
Replace bushings with a bushing of the I 
same part number or FAA approved equiv¬ 
alent. 

(g) If Dowty bolts P/N 2.00042.627 are I 
used, remove and inspect bushings P/N 
2.00021.347 and D9207Y8 which are installed ] 
in the drag strut fitting P/N 2.00021.345 < 
C9017Y9. If the bushing-bolt clearance does | 
not exceed 0.0035 inch subsequent inspec¬ 
tion of the bolts for cracks using the mag- I 
netic particle or dye penetrant methods or 
FAA approved equivalents shall be within 
5,000 landings and every 300 landings there¬ 
after. Replace cracked bolts in accordance 
with (a)(1). The bushings are to be in¬ 
spected at each bolt inspection. If bolt¬ 
bushing clearance is more than 0.0035 inch 
but less than 0.006 inch subsequent inspec¬ 
tion of the bolts and bushings shall be within 
each 300 landings until the bushings are \ 
replaced. After replacement of the bushing 
the next repetitive inspection of the bolts 
and bushings shall be within 5,000 landings 
after installation of the bolts and thereafter 
within each 300 landings. Whenever the 
bushing-bolt clearance exceeds 0.006 inch re¬ 
place the bushing prior to further flight ex¬ 
cept ferry flight in accordance with the 
provisions of CAR 1.75. Replace bushings 
with a bushing of the same part number or 
FAA approved equivalent. 

Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to prior ap¬ 
proval of the Chief, Engineering and Manu- 
facturing Branch, FAA Eastern Region, may 
adjust the repetitive inspection interva 

specified in this Airworthiness Directive to 

permit compliance at an established inspec 
tion period of the operator if the request con¬ 
tains substantiating data to justify the in 
crease for such operator. , , 

(Fairchild Service Bulletin 32-44, revis I 
January 23, 1962, covers this subject.) 

This supersedes Amendment 312, 26 
F.R. 6642. 

This amendment shall become effec 
tive February 17, 1962. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776, 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febiu- 

ary 9, 1962. _ 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1691; Filed, Feb. 16> 

8:52 a.m.] 






Saturday, February 17, 1962 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


1481 


SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1042; Amdt. 256] 

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

Thp amendments to standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are being adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The revised procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classi- 
firadon now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the revised procedures specify the 
mmDlete procedure and indicate the changes to the existing procedures. ,. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice, procedure and effective date provisions of section 4 of the Administrative Procedure Act would be contrary 

10 ‘fhiKuant ‘to the S iu?hority h deligated°to r me by d the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 609 is amended as follows: 

1 The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100(a) are amended to read in part: 

LFR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSI,. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. 

nanHMl airport, it shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different, procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Distances are in nautical 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-enginc or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Burley VOR 

BY-LFR _ 

Direct.. 

6000 

T-dn*_ 

500-1 

NA 

NA 





C-dn.. 

600-1 

NA 

NA 





S-dn-20_ 

409-1 

NA 

NA 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

NA 

NA 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Procedure turn W side N ers, 006° Outbnd, 186° Inbnd, 6000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final^approach ers, 4900'. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2..4 miles, make a climbing right turn direct to B\- 
LFR. Climb to 6000' on N ers within 20 miles. 

*300-1 take-off authorized on Runways 2, 6, and 20. 

City, Burley; State, Idaho; Airport Name, Burley Municipal; Elov., 4150'; Fac. Class., SBMRAZ; Ident., BA ; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 7; Eff. Date, 24 Peb. 62, Sup. Amdt. 

No. 6; Dated, 3 Oct. 59 


Philipsburg VOR 


PP-LFR 

Direct.... 

4000 

T-dn... 

500-1 

500-1 




C-d_ 

000-1 

700-1 




C-n__ 

600-2 

700-2 




S-d-16_ 

600-1 

700-1 




S-n-16... 

000-2 

700-2 




A-dn_ 

1000-2 

1009-2 


Procedure turn W side NW ers, 343° Outbnd, 163° Inbnd, 3500 within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 3000'. 

urs and distance, facility to airport, 169°—4.3 mi. .. .. , ....... , . , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles, make an immediate climbing left turn and 
return to Philipsburg LFR at 4000'. Hold NW Inbnd course 163° one minute right turns. 

Caution: 2310' msl unlighted hills 2.0 miles to S and SE of airport. 

City, Philipsburg; State, Pa.; Airport Name, Black Moshannon-State; Elcv., 1933'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., PP; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 5; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. 

Amdt. No. 4; Dated, 13 Aug. 60 


8HV-V0R. 

ST-LFR 

Direct. 

1700 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

309-1 

300-1 





C-d.. 

600-1 

609-1 

600-1H 





C-n__ 

609-1 'A 

609-1M 

600-1)* 





A-dn.....- 

890-2 

809-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn E side NW crs r 326° Outbnd, 146° Inbnd, 1900 within 10 miles. Beyond 10 mi NA (nonstandard due to traffic), 
altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1100'. 
and distance, facility to airport 152°_1.6 mi. 

within 20 U milea n ^ aC ^ no ^ ^^klislied upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.6 miles, turn left, climb to 1700' on E ers (089°) 

^80' MSL TV Tower located 1.0 mi S of airport. 1446' MSL and 1403' TV antennas located approx. 12 miles WNW of ST-LFR. 

»• U; Air carrier use not authorized; (2) Radar vectoring authorized. 

OHy, Shreveport; State, La.; Airport Name, Downtown: Elcv., 179'; Fac. Class., SBRAZ; Ident., ST; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 11; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Amdt. No. 10; 

Dated, 27 Jan. 62 





T-dn... 

309-1 

300-1 




C-d. 

400-1 

500-1 




C-n. 

400-1M 

500-1M 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


2004* 

500-1M 
500-1H 
800-2 


Mlnimlfm Inu ^ side SE crs » m ° Outbnd, 319° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 mi. 

CiStori? 0 ?t^i a 9 o ^r°mi h ^ 1 ^' 

totheTV^^R^^^^^^^^^P^^GS^nittoauthorlzedlandingminimumsoriflandingnotaccomplished withinl.Omiles,climb to 2700'on NW ers and proceed direct 
Ci tv C T UTI ° N: T ° Wer 6 ml NW of air P° rt 1^38' MSL. 

3 ’ Tray crse City; State, Mich.; Airport Name, Traverse City; Elcv., 623'; Fae. Class., SABRAZ; Ident., TV; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 7; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 6; Dated, 21 Feb. 59 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 609.100(b) are amended to read in part: 


ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 


Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 


Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in 


nautical 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument apnroach nmurin* 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial anrSS 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below c “ 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and * 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Allentown LFR__ 

LOM.... 

Direct 

2400 

2400 

3000 

2500 

2400 

2400 

2400 

T-dn 

300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 

300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 

200 -'A 
700-1H 
700-1 
806-2 

Allentown VOR..... 

LOM_____ 

Direct 

C-dn 

East Penn Int... 

LOM... 

Direct 


Coopersburg Int.... 

LOM... 

Direct 

A—dn 

East Texas VOR... 

LOM... 

Direct 


Pottstown VOR___ 

Shamrock Int#.... 

Via R-360 PTW- 
VOR. 

Direct 

Shamrock Int#..... 

LOM (Final). 





Procedure turn N side of crs, 241° Outbnd, 061° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 mi of LOM (nonstandard for better signal coverage). 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 061°—6.1 mi. 

Minimum altitude over LOM Inbnd final—1900'. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 6.1 mi after passing LOM, climb to 3000' on 061 crs 
within 15 mi of LOM. Then make left turn and return to AB LOM at 3000'. Hold SW on AB LOM 1 min. left turns, 061° Inbnd. 

^Shamrock Int: Int R-360 Pottstown VOR and 061° brng to Allentown LOM. 

City, Allentown; State, Pa.; Airport Name, Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton; Elev., 391'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., AB; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Elf. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 4 Aug. 56 • 


Bismarck LFR.... 

Bismarck VOR..... 

Int W crs BK-LFR and 126° brng to LOM. 
Int R-117 BIS-VOR and 252° brng to LOM. 


LOM...... 

Direct.._ 

3800 

3800 

3800 

T-dn 

300-1 
400-1 
400-1 y* 
400-1 
800-2 

300-1 
500-1 
500-1K 
#400-1 
800-2 

LOM...... 

Direct . 

C-d 

LOM.... 

Direct.. 

O-n 

LOM... 

Direct.. 

3800 

S-dn-30 



A-dn. 






•200-H 
500-1H 
506-1H 
#400-1 
800-2 


Procedure turn E side SE crs, 126° Outbnd, 306° Inbnd, 3800' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over LOM inbnd final, 2500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 306°—3.7 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing LOM, climb to 3800'on W 
crs BK-LFR or to 4000' on R-262 BIS-VOR within 20 miles. 

Caution: Radio towers: 1756' 0.5 mi S of airport, 2143' 2.4 mi N, 1848' 3.0 mi W, 2317' 8.1 mi NW, and 2413' 9.2 mi NE. 

Note: Final approach from holding pattern at LOM not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

*300-1 required on Runways 2, 20, 35, and 17. 

#500-1M required if approach lights inoperative. 


City, Bismarck; State, N. Dak.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 1653'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., Bl; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 10; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Arndt. No.9; 

Dated, 25 Nov. 61 


TRI-VOR.... 

Boone RBn... 

Direct 

6000 

3600 

5000 

4000 

6000 

3600 

6000 

3600 

T-dn 

300-1 
700-1 
700-1 M 
600-1 
1000-2 

Telford Int..... 

Boone RBn_ 

Direct 

C-d# 

Hilton Int..... 

Boone RBn..... 

Direct ... . .. 

C-n# 

Yuma Int..... 

Boone RBn____ 

Direct. 

S-dn-4# 

Erwin Int... 

Int TRI-VOR R-240 and 316° brng 
to Boone RBn. 

Boone RBn.. 

Direct 

A-dn 

Int TRI-VOR R-240 and 316° brng to 
Boone RBn. 

BFO-VOR.... 

Direct__ __ 


Int TRI-VOR R-320 and 217° brng 
to Boone RBn. 

Boone RBn. 

Direct 

Int TRI-VOR R-320 and 217° brng to 
Boone RBn. 

Direct .... 





Procedure turn South side of crs, 224° Outbnd, 044° Inbnd, 3600' within 10 mb 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 044°—3.9 mi. . 1r r miles 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or iflanding not accomplished climb to 4100' on crs of 044° from Boone RBn within io 
or, when directed by ATC, turn right, climb to 3600' and return direct to Boone RBn. 

Caution: Abrupt changes in terrain elevations immediately adjacent to procedure areas. 

♦Runways 4 and 22 only. 

#No reduction of any landing ceiling or visibility minima is authorized. 

City, Bristol; State, Tenn.; Airport Name, Tri-City; Elev., 1519'; Fac. Class., HW; Ident., BON; Procedure No. 2, Amdt. Orig.; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62 


Elkins LFR. 

CKB-RBn. 

Direct 

5000 

T-dn* 

600-1 


Elkins VOR___ 

CKB-RBn..... 

Direct 

4000 

C-d . 

1000-1 


Int 328° crs from Elkins VOR and 040° crs.. 

CKB-RBn (Final). 

Direct. 

2200 

A-d.. 

1500-2 



Procedure turn W side of crs, 220° Outbnd, 040° Inbnd, 3000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Facility at airport. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, turn left, climb to 3000 on crs 
10 miles. - 

Caution: 2049° tower 4.7 mi West of RBn. 

•Night take-offs not authorized on NW-SE runways. 

City, Clarksburg; State, W. Va.; Airport Name, Betfedum; Elev., 1209'; Fac. Class., HW; Ident., CKB; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 5; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. 

Dated, 26 Jan. 58 


of 220° within 


Amdt. No. 
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Saturday, February 17, 1962 

3 The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100(c) are amended to read in part: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials arc magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

m " Hm 'alrove^ypcls'conductcd attire Mow named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 

..lii ™ mnroach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
IwHb^iad©over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 

Ceili 

ng and visibility minimu 

ms 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-enginaor less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 


BIS-VOR_ 

Direct _ 

3800 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

*200-1 2 





C-d_ 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1 





C-n_ 

400-1^ 

500-1H 

500-1H 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 090° Outbnd, 270° Inbnd, 3800' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2600'. 

^visual contacf noTe^st^lfshed^^^descent Unauthorized landing minimumsor if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles, climb to 4000' on R-262 BIS-VOR within 20 
miles or, when directed by ATC, make right climbing turn to 4000' on R-336 BlS-VOlt within 20 miles. 

Caution: Radio towers: 1756' 0.5 mi S of airport, 2143' 2.4 mi N, 1848' 3.0 mi W, 2317' 8.1 mi NW, and 2413' 9.2 mi NE. 

*300-1 required on Runways 2, 20, 35, and 17. 

City, Bismarck: State, N. Dak.; Airport Name, Municipal; Kiev., 1653'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., BIS; Procedure No. 1 , Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup Arndt. No. 3; 

Dated, 25 Nov. 61 






T-dn__ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 





C-dn.. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1H 





A—dn- _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


Procedure turn North* side of ers, 271° Outbnd, 091° Inbnd, 1600' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1100'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 090°—4.6 mi. , , _ . .. , „ _ „ ., , .. . . , 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.6 miles, make climbing left turn to 1600 , proceed 

direct to the Riverhead VOR. Hold East, Riverhead VOR, one-minute right turns, 271° Inbnd. , ____ 

Caution: (1) Radio towers 560' MSL at 2 nautical miles brng 335° mag. from VOR; (2)Tower 502' MSL at 1.7 nautical miles brng 165° mag. from VOR. 

Other change: Deletes transition from Peconic LFR. 

•Procedure turn nonstandard to avoid MacArthur Airport. 


City, Calverton; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Calverton-Peconic River; Elev., 76'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., RVH; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 621 

Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 25 Oct. 58 






T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 





C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1 H 





S-dn-36. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn*_ 

NA 

NA 

NA 

•- -- 









Procedure turn East side of crs, 168° Outbnd, 348° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

^rs and distance, facility to airport, 348°—5.4 mi. 

♦ JLV!™' contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.4 miles of DEC-VOR, make right turn, climb 
to 2200' direct to DEC-VOR. 

W *£ a H ler not available to general public. 
ew -2 authorized for air carrier with approved weather service. 

City, Decatur; State, HI.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 679'; Fac. Class., VBOR; Ident., DEC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 1; 

Dated, 24 June 61 




1200 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 




C-dn__ 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

( 



A-dn_ 

NA 

NA 

NA 


V r ^ e - t ! lrn N side of course, 123° Outbnd, 303° Inbnd, 1700' within 10 miles. 

Msanddistance, facility to airport, 303°—5.6 mi. 
tnm , contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.6 miles, make an immediate left (South) climbing 
returning to PTW VOR at 1700'. Hold East 1 min., right turns. Inbnd course 303°. 


ftP LFR 

RAP-VOR 

Dirflnt 

4500 

T-dn.... 

300-1 

300-1 

200-^ 





C-dn. . . 

600-1 

600-1 

60O-1H 





S-dn-32... 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


VOR adar transitions to final approach authorized. Aircraft will be released for final approach without procedure turn on inbound final approach course at least 3.0 miles from 

Minfmnm 5SS si(ie of ®8| 142° Outbnd, 322° Inbnd, 4500' within 10 miles. 

« ta^PPraaqh crs. 4000'. 

..uJTdr 1 *? “ ot es _-_-_ 

Caution, °? missed approach may he radar controlled”after radar Identification. „ 

“UK. Kising terrain to 3447' msl 3 miles North of airport. Aircraft larger than two-engine or more than 65 knots restricted to NW-SE runway. 

y ’ Rapid Cit y; State, S. Dak.; Airport Name, Rapid City Municipal; Elev., 3181'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident,, RAP; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 6; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 6; Dated, 25 Nov. 61 


If vi?n?i aist . ance > facility to airport, 322°—4.0 ml. 
t® RAP-Vor S n °t es tablished upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.0 miles, make a left climbing turn to 4500' and return 


I 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

TV-LFR... 

TVC-VOR. 

Direct_ 

2600 

T-dn 

300-1 
800-1 
800-1 
800 2 

linimums ap 
VOR and AI 
400-1 I 
400-1 

300-1 

800-1 

800-1 

800-2 

ply if aircra 
3F and Hill: 
500-1 I 
400-1 

200 4* 
800-1H 
800-1 
806-2 
fft equipped 
Int received: 

| 500-ltf 

400-1 




C-dn. 

S-dn-36. 

A-dn. 

The following m 
with operative 

C-dn.I 

S-dn. 


Procedure turn E side of crs f 160° Outbnd, 340° Inbnd, 2600' within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1600'; over Hill Int*, 1400'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 340°—4.4 mi; Hill Int* to airport, 340°—2.5 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.4 miles, climb to 2700' on R-340 Traverse City VOR 
and proceed direct to the TVC-VOR. 

Caution: Tower 4.5 mi. NW 1546'. 

*Hill Int: Int R-340 TVC-VOR and 228° brg from TV-LFR. 

City, Traverse City; State, Mich.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 623'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., TVC; Procedure No. 1. Arndt. 2; EfT. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sun. Arndt. No. 1; 

Dated, 30 Oct. 59 

4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part: 

— Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be In accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 
altitude . 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-eugine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Lakeside Int_ 

Zone Int# or ADS VOR R-325.. 

Direct.... 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

306-1 

206-tf 





C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

506-1)* 





S-dn-15. 

400-1 

400-1 

406-1 





A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

806-2 


Radar transition altitude 2000' within 20 mi of radar site (Love Field). , 

Radar control must provide 1000' clearance within 3 mi or 500' clearance within 3-5 miles of radio towers 1108' m.s.l. 14 mi north; 1221' m.s.l. 10 mi WSW; 2349' m.s.l. a 
mi SSW of airport. 

No procedure turn. x 

Minimum altitude over Zone Int#, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, Zone Int# to airport, 145°—5.0 mi. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to end of runway, 153°—0.2 mi. vnR 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished when over the VOR, turn left, proceed direct to DAL-' un, 
climbing to 2000'. 

Note: Air carrier use NA. 

#Zone Int: Int ADS-VOR R-325 and DAL R-267. 

City, Dallas; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Addison; Elev., 637'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., ADS; Procedure No. TerVOR-15, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. 2, 

Dated, 5 Sept. 59 


Ross Ave Int 

Vickery Int#. 

Direct__ 

2000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 





C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 





S-dn-33. 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 


2064* 

500-4* 

400-1 

806-2 


Radar transition altitude 2000' within 20 miles of radar site (Love Field). , , 93 mi 

Radar control must provide 1000' clearance within 3 mi or 500' clearance within 3-5 miles of radio towers 1108' m.s.l. 14 mi north; 1221' m.s.l. 10 mi WSW; 234J m.s.i. 
SSW of airport. 

No procedure turn. 

Minimum altitude over Vickery Int# on final approach crs, 2000'. 

Crs and distance, Vickery Int# to airport, 340°—5.0 mi. 

Crs and distance, breakoff point to end of runway, 333°—1 mi. , .. * 10 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if lauding not accomplished when over the VOR, turn right and proceed anew 
VOR, climbing to 2000'. 

Notes: Air carrier use NA. 

#Vickery Int: Int ADS-VOR R-160 and DAL-VOR R-220. r 

City, Dallas; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Addison; Elev., 637'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., ADS; Procedure No. TerVOR-33, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Arndt. No. . 

Dated, 30 May 59 


✓ 
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5. The instrument landing system procedures prescribed in §609.400 are amended to read in part: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Beartogs. headings, courses and radiate arc magnetic.. Elevations and altitudes are in feet, MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances arc in nautical miles 

unless otherwise indicated,' "“P^’f’^Jth^ab^fvDC teconducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure, 
Man instrument approach' P^edure of he above tgge SSSrfSre alrport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 

SStelXiSspecificd^routes.^M^bdmum aUitudes sdi°ll l com«pcnd with tho£established foren route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. 


Transition 


From— 


Allentown LFR... 
Allentown VOR... 

East Penn Int. 

Coopersburg lnt... 
East Texas VOR.. 
Pottstown VOR.. 

Shamrock Int_ 


To— 


LOM. --- 

LOM_ 

LOM_ 

LOM_ 

LOM_ 

Shamrock Int#_ 

LOM (Final).. 


Course and 
distance 


Direct. 

Direct.. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Direct. 

Via R-360 PTW- 
VOR. 

Direct. 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


2400 

2400 

3000 

2500 

2400 

2400 

2400 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

T-dn. 

300-1 

500-1 

300-5* * 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

300-5* 

600-2 

200 -M 
500-1 X 
300-5* 
600-2 

C-dn. 

S-dn-6*.. 

A-dn. 



Procedure turn N side ers, 241° Outbnd, 061° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 mi of LOM (nonstandard for better signal coverage). 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2400'. , _ . a 6 mi 

make left turn, proceed direct to ABE-VOR at 3000'. Hold NW ABE-VOR one-minute left turns 111 Inbnd. 

*500-1 required with glide slope inoperative. 

IShamrock Int: Int R-360 Pottstown VOR and SW ers ILS. 

City, Allentown; State, Pa.; Airport Name, Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton; Elev 391'; Fac Glass , ILS; Idcnt., I-ABE; Procedure No. ILS-6, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; 
’ Sup. Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 4 Aug. 56 


Bismarck LFR__ 

Bismarck VOR______ 

Int W ers BK-LFR and SE ers ILS__ 

Int R-117 BIS-VOR and 252° brng to 
LOM. 


LOM .. 

Direct_-. 

3800 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM 

Direct. 

3800 

C-d. 

400-1 

506-1 

LOM 

Direct_ 

3800 

C-n. 

400—lj^ 

566-lH 

LOM 

Direct. 

3800 

S-dn-30. 

200-M 

2064* 




A^dn. 

600-2 

600-2 


•200-H 
XO-IVa 
600 -VA 
200 -'A 
600-2 


Procedure turn E side SE ers, 126° Outbnd, 306° Inbnd, 3800’ within 10 mi. 

Minimum altitude at G.8. int Inbnd, 2800'. 

Altitude of G.S. and distance to approach end of runway at OM 2770—3.7, at MM 1868—0.6. w nr< nl -_ T ov iftno' on R-262 BIS- 

vo If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 3800 on W ers BK L* K oi to 4000 on k 2 t >2 

cAUTION ^ Radiotowers: 1756' 0.5 mi S of airport, 2143' 2.4 mi N, 1848' 3.0 mi W, 2317' 8.1 mi NW, and 2413' 9.2 mi NE. 

Note: Final approach from holding pattern at LOM not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

*300-1 required on Runways 2, 20, 35, and 17. 

City, Bismarck; State, N. Dak.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 1653'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-BIS; Procedure No. ILS-30, Arndt. 10; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Anult. 

No. 9; Dated, 25 Nov. 61 


Peconic MHW 
Riverhead VOR. 


niVf fFinall 

Direct_ 

1500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

OM 

Direct_ 

1500 

C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 




S-dn-5_ 

#300-5* 

#300-5* 




A-dn_ 

600-2 

600-2 


200-3.2 
500- m 

#300 -? ' 
600-2 


Procedure turn S side of ers, 228° Outbnd, 048° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles of PIC MHW. 

Mmimum altitude at glide slope int Inbnd 1500'. , A ™ A - • 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1490 , o.O nn; MM 285,0.6 mi. uithin 10 miles tlien 

* f v .isual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb ^ 1(^ on the ILS NE ers within 10 miles, the 
mak ® aleft climbing turn to 1500' and proceed direct to the Peconic MHW. Hold SW of Peconic MIIW on SW ers of ILS, one-mmute, right turns, 
required with glide slope inoperative. 

City, Calverton; State, N.Y.; Airport Name, Calverton-Peconic River; Elev., 75'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-PIC; Procedure No. ILS-5, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 15 Aug. 59 


Nashville LFR 
Nashvine VOR../.. 
LOM (HW). 


Knob Int*. 
Knob Int*. 
Knob Int*. 


Direct. 

Direct.. 

Direct. 


2200 

2200 

2200 


T-dn.. 

C-dn.. 

A-dn.. 


306-1 

406-1 

806-2 


306-1 

566-1 

806-2 


200-H 
500-1 X 
800-2 


frnn?lo^ ar terminal area transition altitudes: 346°-195° within 10 miles, 2000'; 346°-195° within 10-25 miles 2500'; 195°-346° within 25 miles, 3000'. All bearings and distances 
PrnS, Slte * with ^ ector a^muths progressing clockwise. . 

manure turn East** side of ers, 015° Outbnd, 195° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of Knob Int*. 

Crsand Ss a t‘ titUde over Kn * b Int * on final ^approach ers, 1400'. 

u nS^ 1 Sr^^i^^Pon^e^nt^o authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.2 miles, climb to 2500' on S ers ILS (195°) within 

nnJ£ 8: i!^ s Procedure authorized only for aircraft equipped to receive ILS and VOR simultaneously. No glide slope. 

*Knnh C f«? g ? : . s J r ajgfit-in minimums to Runway 20R deleted. 

**Nm? Q f?i ^ ln } I“ BNA localizer back ers and BNA-VOR R-330. 
onstandard due obstruction. 

Clty ’ Nashville; State, Tenn.; Airport Name Berry Field :Elev , 605'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., IBNA; Procedure No. ILS-20R, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 3; Dated, 10 Nov. 56 


No. 34—«—2 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums I 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 1 
2-engine, 1 
more than 1 
66 knots 1 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

EVE-LFR. 

LOM... 

Direet 

2100 

2100 

4000 

2100 

3000 

2100 

2100 

2100 

2100 

T-dn 

300-1 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

X 

300-1 

800-2 

500-1 

800-2 

200-H'l 

800-2 I 

500-1 I 

800-2 I 

SJ-LFR... 

LOM....... 

Direct, 

C-dn 

Hobart FM.. 

LOM.. 

Direct 


SEA-VOR...... 

LOM. 

Direct 

A-dn 

Black Diamond Int. 

LOM... 

Direct 


Burton Int.. 

LOM_ 

Direct 

Vashon Int...... 

LOM.... 

D irect 

Lofall Int..... 

LOM..... 

D irect 

Port Gamble Int.. 

LOM..... 

Direct- 





Radar transitions and vectoring using Seattle-Tacoma Radar authorized in accordance with approved radar patterns 
Procedure turn S side of crs, 308° Outbnd, 128° Inbnd, 2100' within 10 mi. NA beyond 10 mi 
Minimum altitude at glide slope interception inbnd, 2100'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2080 —6.4 mi; at MM, 500'—1 6 mi 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 1.6 mi after passing MM or 6 4 mi after passing L0M 
turn right, climb to 2000 direct to BF LOM. ’ 

Note: Narrow localizer course, 4°. 

o o SI't MS t L to r r 07 S ? f 5r o al a PP r <> ach . crs. Terrain, trees, and water tanks to 591' MSL 1.8 mi. SW thru W of airport, and E thru SE of airport within 

2.3 mi to 556 MSL Localizer usable only 45 on cither side of front course. False course indications possible in other areas. Prior to beginning approach, position over 0M I 
must be determined by use of both LOM and OM. Procedure NA without LOM. «»wiwui,i«bihhu* *ihwi 

*700' required when glide slope not used. 

♦Air carrier: Sliding scale not authorized below % mi. 

City, Seattle; State, Wash.; Airport Name, King County (Boeing Field); Elev., 17'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-BFI; Procedure No. ILS-13, Arndt 2; Eff Date, 24 Feb. 62; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 1; Dated, 2 Dec. 61 


IND VOR. 

Int HUF R-009 and SCJ R-339 

Carbon Int#. 

Carbon Int#. 

Clinton Int... 

Spencer Int. 

Sandford Int.... 

Fairbanks Int. 

Manhattan Int.... 

LEU VOR. 

HUF LOM. 


Carbon Int#. 

Carbon Int#_ 

HUF RBn (Final)_ 

HUF VOR (Final). 

HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 
HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 
HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 
HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 
HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 
HUF VOR or IIUF RBn 
HUF VOR or HUF RBn. 


Via R-259 IND 

2700 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

and NE crs 


C-dn. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1)* 

HUF ILS. 


S-dn-23. 

400-1 

400-1 

400*1 

Via SCJ R-339.... 

2200 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Direct. 

1300 





Direct. 

1300 





Direct. 

2200 





Direct.. 

2200 





Direct. 

2200 





Direct.. 

2200 





Direct. 

2200 





Direct... 

2200 





Direct. 

2200 






Procedure turn North side localizer crs, 045° Outbnd, 225° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of HUF RBn* or HUF VOR** 

Minimum altitude abeam HUF RBn, 1300'; abeam HUF VOR, 1300'. 

Crs and distance, HUF RBn to airport, 225°—4 mi; HUF VOR to airport, 225°—3 mi. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4 mi after passing HUF RBn or 3 mi after passing 
IIUF VOR, climb to 2200' South westbound on SW cr HUF ILS to Prairie Creek Int## or, when directed by ATC, make climbing left turn to 2200' and proceed direct to 
LEU VOR. 

Notes: (1) No glide slope; (2) No approach lights; (3) This procedure not authorized unless aircraft equipped to receive ILS and ADF or ILS and VOR simultaneously. 
#Carbon Int: Int NE crs HUF ILS and LEU R-013. 

##Prairie Creek Int: Int HUF ILS SW crs and LEU R-270. 

*HUF RBn located approximately 1100' NW of localizer course. 

**HUF VOR located approximately 1200' SE of localizer course. 

City, Terre Haute; State, Ind.; Airport Name, Hulman Field; Elev., 585'; Fac. Class. t ILS; Ident., I-HUF; Procedure No. ILS-23, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. 

Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 16 Dec. 61 


Ventura VOR... 

Thousand Oaks Int* . 

Direct 

5000 

3200 

4000 

4500 

4500 

Thousand Oaks Int*.... 

Woodland Int (Final)**.... 

Direct 

Twin Lakes Int. 

Woodland Int**.. 

Direct 

Fillmore VOR... 

Woodland Int** 

Direct 

Int. LAX VOR R-277 and LHS R-169.... 

Woodland Int**. 

Direct_ 




T-dn.. 

C-d.__ 

C-n.__ 

A-dn_. 


300-1 

300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

700-2 

700-2 

800-2 

800-2 

_ # .1 _ 4- 4 ■ 


minimums apply: 
C-dn.I 


500-1 


500-1 I 


SOH 

700*1)4 

700-2 

800-2 


500*1)4 


Radar transitions and vectoring using Burbank Radar via approved patterns authorized. 

Procedure turn not authorized. Hold at Woodland Int, right hand one-minute, 4000'. 

Minimum altitude over Woodland Int** on final approach crs, 3200'. 

Crs and distance, Woodland Int** to airport, 076°—6.5 mi. 

BUR ILS OM on Van Nuys Airport. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb straight ahead within 3.0 
reverse course to the left and climb via W crs BUR ILS Loc. to Woodland Int. Cross Woodland Int** at minimum altitude 3200'. 

Caution: Disregard glide slope indications. 

Other change: Reference to altitude at 4 mile fix deleted. 

♦Thousand Oaks Int: Int W crs BUR ILS and Fillmore VOR R-148. 

**Woodland Int: Int W crs BUR ILS and Fillmore VOR R-lll. 

City, Van Nuys; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Van Nuys; Elev., 799'; Fac. Class., BUR ILS Loc.; Ident., I-BUR; Procedure No. ILS-08, Arndt. 

Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 6 Jan. 62 


miles of BUR ILS 0M, 


1; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. < 


Shell Rock Int. 

LOM (Final).. 

Direct 

2300 

2300 

2300 

2300 

T-dn 

300-1 


New Hartford Int_ 

LOM___ 

Direct 

fj-dn 

400-1 


Waverly Int__ 

LOM....... 

Direct 

S_rin-19 

200-M 

600-2 


ALO-VOR.... 

LOM. 

Direct 

A-dn 








300-1 

500-1 

200-H 

600-2 


20044 

500-1)4 

200-H 

600-2 


Procedure turn South side crs, 303° Outbnd, 123° Inbnd, 2300' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2300'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to appr end of runway at LOM, 2239'—4.5 mi; at LMM, 1060'—0.5 mi. , .. . . n ^ on the 

. _ U visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles after passing LOM, climD io miles. 
ALO-VOR R-094 within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, (1) climb to 2500' on the ALO-VOR R-141 within 20 miles; (2) climb to 2500' on SE crs of ILS witmn ^ ^ 

City, Waterloo; State, Iowa; Airport Name, Waterloo Municipal; Elev., 870'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ALO; Procedure No. ILS-12, Arndt. 2; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62, - 

Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 20 June 62 
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Saturday, February 17, 1962 

6 The radar procedures prescribed in § 609.500 are amended to read in part: 

Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet, MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 

miles unless 1name^airportfft shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 

If a radar instramcn^ airp^t authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 

to accordance jjit altltSde (s) s^mlfcoJrespond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identification must be estab- 
K5f--JJ i! ?wad£ controller From initial contact with radar to final authorized landing minimums, the instructions of the radar controller are mandatory e^pt when 
on final approach at or before descent to the authorized landing minimums, or (B) at pilot’s discretion if it appears desirable to discontinue 
i^lnrn Jh ex^Dt when the radar controller may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication 
^S anDroach £ lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for mure than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller; 
C)%uafconSct to not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or (P) if landing is not accomplished. _ 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes 


From 

To 

Dist. 

Alt. 

325 

020 

0-5 

5900 

355 

075 

5-10 

11000 

020 

150 

0-3 

6800 

065 

075 

15-25 

9000 

075 

100 

10-30 

9000 

100 

122 

5-10 

7000 

122 

160 

10-15 

11000 

122 

160 

15-20 

11000 

122 

165 

20-30 

11000 

165 

355 

5-30 

7000 

290 

355 

20-30 

7500 


Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 











S 

urveillance a 

V 

~r 

o 

1 


10-20 

OK 

12000 

8100 









T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-2* 

ou 










C-dn__ 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1 2* 




5 







8-dn-35,17. 

400-1 

400-1 

•400-1 











8, 3_ 

400-1 

400-1 

••400-1 











A-dn_... 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


























Precision approach 


























S-dn-8_ 

300-** 

300-2* 

•*400-1 











A-dn-- 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished: nnW(ifcin T on 

Runways 35, 8, and 3: Turn left and climb to 8000' on 200° crs direct to ABQ-VOR or, when directed by ATC, turn left and climb to 8000 on W crs AQ-LFR within 20 

Runways 17: Climb straight ahead to AQ-LFR and climb to 7000' or, when directed by ATC, (1) turn right, climb to 8000' on W crs AQ-LFR within 20 miles;or (2) make 
right climbing turn to 8000' on 260° crs direct to ABQ-VOR. 

Notes: No approach lights. 

Caution: Terrain exceeding 8000' msl in East quadrants. 

•Runway 17-35 restricted to aircraft gross weight of 33,000 pounds or less. 

•*500-12* required for jet aircraft. 

City, Albuquerque; State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Kirtland AFB/Municipal; Elev., 5352'; Fac. Class., Kirtland; Ident., RADAR; Procedure No. 1.Arndt. 5; Eff. Date, 24 Feb- 

62, or upon com. of PAR on Runway 8; Sup. Amdt. No. 4; Dated, 19 Aug 61 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimum: 

s 






2-engine or less 

More than 




Minimum 




2-engine, 

From— 

To— 

Distance 

altitude 

Condition 



more than 




(feet) 


65 knots 

More than 

65 knots 






or less 

65 knots 


All directions.. .. 

Radar site _ 

Within 20 mi. 

2200 


Precision ap 

proach 






T-dn**.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-3* 





C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-12* 





S-dn-3*. 

200-2* 

200-2* 

200-2* 





A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 





8 

urveillance a 

pproach 






T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-2* 





C-dn-3,12, 30.- 

400-1 

500-1 

500-12* 





S-dn-3,12,30... 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





C-dn-17, 35_ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-12* 





S-dn-17, 35. 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 





C-dn-21.. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-12* 





. S-dn-21. 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 





C-dn#. 

700-12* 

700-12* 

700-11* 

_ 




A-dn#.. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 


If vbLi mi b w ’ "55' TV tower 11 mi WNW, 753' TV tower 52* mi NW, 610' structure 7 mi NE of airport, 580' tower 16 mi b vv ,w»'tower 10 mioz 
or vAt> . contac t not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished climb to 2200 straight ahead then proceed to Houston LFR 
ffi£K Ceed “Erectedby rad£r control. 

♦Rnr»T- on . an y direct course to Houston VOR may descend to 750' MSL from 5 mi radar fix. .. . 

dischS c y v visual . ran &e 2600' also authorized for landing on Runway 3; provided that all components of the PAR, high intensity-runway lights,approach lights, condenser- 
UDless r8 ’ m iddle and outer compass locators and all related airborne equipment are in satisfactory operating condition. Descent below 250 MSL shall not be made 

"Run™? « ct , with a PP ro ach lights has been established or the aircraft is clear of clouds. . . . . .. .... ... 

nunway visual range 2600' also authorized for takeoff on Runway 3 in lieu of 200-2* when 200-2* is authorized; providing high intensity rimway lights are operational. 

itj ’ n ° ust011 ; State, Tex.; Airport Name, International; Elev., 50'; Fac. Class., Houston; Ident., Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 8; Eff. Date, 24 Feb. 62; Sup. Amdt. No. 7; 

Dated 20 May 61 





























































































1488 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure—C ontinued 


Transition 


From— 


All directions.. 
216°. 


235°. 
250°. 
215°. 
190°. 
295°. 
160°. 
190°. 
265°. 
290° . 
320°- 


, To- 

Distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Within: 

5 mi. 

4500 

5200 

4500 

6000 

4500 

5200 

7000 

4500 

6000 

10000 

7500 

5500 

4500 

230°. 

10 mi 

215°. 

10 mi. 

250°. 

15 mi . 

215°... 

15 mi . 

235°. 

15 mi 

295°.. 

20 mi.. 

190°... 

20 mi. 

190°... 

25 mi. 

265°..... 

25 mi . 

290°. 

25 mi. 

320°.... 

25 mi... 

160°-. 

25 mi.... 




Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


2-engine or less 


65 knots 
or less 


Surveillance a 


pproacli 


T-dn... 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn.. 

600-1 

600-1 

S-dn-32.. 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn..... 

800-2 

800-2 


More than 
66 knots 


More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200-H 
600-1^ 
400-1 
800-2 


If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished make left climbing turn to 4500' and return to the VOR or 
when directed by ATC, make left climbing turn to 4800' on the S crs of the RP-LFR. Aircraft on missed approach may be radar controlled after radar identification. 

All bearings are from radar site with sector azimuths progressing clockwise. 

Note: Instrument approaches pot authorized to Runway 14. 

'City, Rapid City; State, S. Dak.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 3181'; Fac. Class., Ellsworth AFB; Ident., Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 24 Feb.62;Sup. 

Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 22 Oct. 60 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 313(a), 307(c), 72 Stat. 752, 749; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1348(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on January 19, 1962. 

G. S. Moore, 

Acting Director , Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 62-816; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 8:52 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

[Orange Reg. 4] 

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 

Limitation of Shipments 

§ 905.313 Orange Regulation 4. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 
905), regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments of oranges, including 
Temple oranges, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro¬ 
cedure, and postpone the effective date 
of this section until 30 days after pub¬ 
lication thereof in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time 
intervening between the date when in¬ 
formation upon which this section is 
based became available and the time 
when this section must become effective 


in order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient; a reasonable 
time is permitted, under the circum¬ 
stances, for preparation for such effec¬ 
tive time; and good cause exists for 
making the provisions hereof effective 
as hereinafter set forth. Shipments of 
oranges, including Temple oranges, 
grown in the production area, are pres¬ 
ently subject to regulation by grades and 
sizes, pursuant to the amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order; the recommen¬ 
dation and supporting information for 
regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after an open meeting of the 
Growers Administrative Committee on 
February 13,1962, such meeting was held 
to consider recommendations for regula¬ 
tion, after giving due notice of such 
meeting, and interested persons were 
afforded an opportunity to submit their 
views at this meeting; the provisions of 
this section, including the effective time 
hereof, are identical with the aforesaid 
recommendation of the committee, and 
information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such oranges; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period here¬ 
inafter set forth so as to provide for the 
continued regulation of the handling of 
oranges, including Temple oranges, and 
compliance with this section will not re¬ 
quire any special preparation on the part 
of the persons subject thereto which can¬ 
not be completed by the effective time 
hereof. 

(b) Order. (1) Terms used in the 
amended marketing agreement and 
order shall, when used herein, have the 
same meaning as is given to the respec¬ 
tive term in said amended marketing 


agreement and order; and terms relating 
to grade, diameter, standard pack, and 
standard box, as used herein, shall have 
the same meaning as is given to the 
respective term in the United States 
Standards for Florida Oranges and 
Tangelos (§§ 51.1140-51.1178 of this title; 
25 F.R. 8211). . . 

(2) During the period beginning at 
12:01 a.m., e.s.t., February 19, 1962 , ana 
ending at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., March 5, 
1962, no handler shall ship between.the 
production area and any point outside 
thereof in the continental United States, 
Canada, or Mexico: . 

(i) Any oranges, including Temple 

oranges, grown in the production area, 
which do not grade at least U.S. no. 
Russet; _ n] . 

(ii) Any oranges, except Temp 
oranges, grown in the production ar , 
which are of a size smaller than m 
inches in diameter, except that a to 
ance of 10 percent, by count, of^orang 
smaller than such minimum dian \ n 
shall be permitted, which tolerance s 
be applied in accordance with the P 
sions for the application of tolera 
specified in said United States Stand 
for Florida Oranges and Tangelos* 
Provided , That in determining the Pe 
centage of oranges in any lot wnjc 
smaller than 2 %g inches in dia ’ 
such percentage shall be based o y ^ 
those oranges in such lot which ar 
size 21 4 /i 6 inches in diameter or small . 

01 " (iii) Any Temple oranges grown * 

the production area, which aie » 
smaller than 2% 6 inches in diame^ 
except that a tolerance of ten pe » 
count, of Temple oranges smaller than 
such minimum diameter shall *j ie( j 
mitted, which tolerance shall P 
in accordance with the provisio 
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iDDlication of tolerances specified in the 
aforesaid United States Standards for 
Florida Oranges and Tangelos. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 14, 1962. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[PR. Doc. 62-1672; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Grapefruit Reg. 4] 

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 

Limitation of Shipments 

§905.314 Grapefruit Regulation 4. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 905 as amended (7 CFR Part 
905),regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of shipments of grapefruit, as here¬ 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule -making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
effec ^ ive in order to effectuate 
tne declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient ; a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
or such effective time; and good cause 
ists for making the provisions hereof 
enective as hereinafter set forth. Ship- 
mSi a11 grapefruit, grown in the 
area > are Presently subject to 
guiation by grades and sizes, pursuant 
anH tae , amen ded marketing agreement 
nnrh- er; tbe recom niendation and sup¬ 
ine Tu lnfor f na tion for regulation dur- 
period specified herein were 
y subrnit ted to the Department 
Admiral °?? n meetin S of the Growers 
13 iQfto tlative Com mittee on February 
sid’pr v SUch mee ting was held to con- 
aff pr r . e( r omrn endations for regulation, 
and inf Vmg L due notice of such meeting, 
opDortimH St ! d persons were afforded an 
mepti^ nit *.u to submi i ; their views at this 
includw provis ions of this section, 
identicf effective time hereof, are 
dation nfTu* 1 a f° resai d recommen- 
tion rnnf committee, and informa- 
fective ^ SUCh Provisions and ef- 

among ha ? been disseminated 

n ecess g arf^ lerS ^° f ? uch grapefruit; it is 
sary > ln order to effectuate the de¬ 


clared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period here¬ 
inafter set forth so as to provide for the 
continued regulation of the handling of 
grapefruit, and compliance with this 
section will not require any special prep¬ 
aration on the part of the persons sub¬ 
ject thereto which cannot be completed 
by the effective time hereof. 

(b) Order. (1) Terms used in the 
amended marketing agreement and 
order shall, when used herein, have the 
same meaning as is given to the respec¬ 
tive term in said amended marketing 
agreement and order; and terms relat¬ 
ing to grade, diameter, standard pack, 
and standard box, as used herein, shall 
have the same meaning as is given to the 
respective term in the United States 
Standards for Florida Grapefruit 
(§§ 51.750-51.783 of this title; 26 F.R. 
163). 

(2) During the period beginning at 
12:01 a.m., e.s.t., February 19, 1962, and 
ending at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., March 5, 
1962, no handler shall ship between the 
production area and any point outside 
thereof in the continental United States, 
Canada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any grapefruit, grown in the pro¬ 
duction area, which do not grade at least 
U.S. No. 1: Provided, That such grape¬ 
fruit may have discoloration to the ex¬ 
tent permitted under the U.S. No. 2 Rus¬ 
set grade, and may have slightly rough 
texture caused only by speck type 
melanose; 

(ii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which are smaller 
than 315/ie inches in diameter, except 
that a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, 
of seeded grapefruit smaller than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in said United 
States Standards for Florida Grapefruit; 
or 

- (iii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown 
in the production area, which are small¬ 
er than 3%e inches in diameter, except 
that a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, 
of seedless grapefruit smaller than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in said United 
States Standards for Florida Grapefruit. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 14, 1962. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1671; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[Navel Orange Reg. 7] 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 907.307 Navel Orange Regulation 7. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 


Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 
907), regulating the handling of navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it 
is hereby found that the limitation 
of handling of such navel oranges, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act by 
tending to establish and maintain such 
orderly marketing conditions for such 
oranges as will provide, in the interests 
of producers and consumers, an orderly 
flow of the supply thereof to market 
throughout the normal marketing season 
to avoid unreasonable fluctuations in 
supplies and prices, and is not for the 
purpose of maintaining prices to farmers 
above the level which it is declared to 
be the policy of Congress to establish 
under the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making proce¬ 
dure, and postpone the effective date of 
this section until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time in¬ 
tervening between the date when infor¬ 
mation upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient, and a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, ' 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for navel 
oranges and the need for regulation; in¬ 
terested persons were afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to submit information and views 
at this meeting; the recommendation 
and supporting information for regula¬ 
tion during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
navel oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this section effective during 
the period herein specified; and com¬ 
pliance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
persons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on February 15, 1962. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of navel oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., February 18, 
1962, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
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February 25, 1962, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 400,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement; 

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
“District 4,” and “carton” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 16, 1962. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1739; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
11:16 a.m.] 


[Lemon Reg. 8] 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 910.308 Lemon Regulation 8. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted by 
the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons as hereinafter provided will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011), because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for lemons 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the pro¬ 
visions of this section, including its effec¬ 
tive time, are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee, 


and information concerning such pro¬ 
visions and effective time has been dis¬ 
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act, to 
make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on February 13, 1962. 

• (b) Order. (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
February 18, 1962 and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., February 25, 1962, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: 9,300 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 186,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in the said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: February 14, 1962. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1670; Fled, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:51 a.m.j 


[Grapefruit Reg. 2] 

PART 912—GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN 
THE INDIAN RIVER DISTRICT IN 
FLORIDA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 912.302 Grapefruit Regulation 2. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement and order (7 CFR 
Part 912; 27 F.R. 87) regulating the 
handling of grapefruit grown in the 
Indian River District in Florida, effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tions and information submitted by the 
Indian River Grapefruit Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of such 
grapefruit, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 


preparation for such effective time; and | 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open | 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Indian 
River grapefruit, and the need for regu¬ 
lation; interested persons were afforded 
an opportunity to submit information 
and views at this meeting; the recom¬ 
mendation and supporting information 
for regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held; the provisions of this section, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of | 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective I 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such Indian River grapefruit; it 
is necessary, in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein | 
specified; and compliance with this sec¬ 
tion will not require any special prepara¬ 
tion on the part of persons subject hereto I 
which cannot be completed on or before | 
the effective date hereof. Such commit¬ 
tee meeting was held on February 15, 
1962. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of 
grapefruit grown in the Indian River I 
District which may be handled during | 
the period beginning at 12 :01 a.m., e.s.t., 
February 19, 1962, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., e.s.t., February 26, 1962, is hereby | 
fixed at 160,601 standard packed boxes. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,^ 
“Indian River District,” “grapefruit, | 
and “standard packed box” have the 
same meaning as when used in said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. | 
601-674) 

Dated: February 15, 1962. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1701; Filed, Feb. 16, l 962 * 
8:52 a.m.] 


Title 21— FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, 
cation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 

PART 1—REGULATIONS FOR JHE 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE FEDER 
FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC A 

Labeling Requirements for ? ru 9* a " d 
Devices; Change in Effective Date 

The Federal Register of I 

1961 (26 F.R. 8389) announced a re 
if §1.106 (b)(3), (0 (3). and W ^ ! 
with an 180-day effective date. on 
this order would become en 
March 5,1962. __ , Drugs j 

The Commissioner of Food from , 
has received a series of P et ,. i man- 
representatives of pharmac that 
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have been taken in an attempt to comply 
with this regulation. These petitions, 
however, delineate the difficulties in¬ 
volved and support the view that com¬ 
plete compliance with the revised order 
prior to March 5 cannot be expected. 

On the basis of the representations 
made, the Commissioner concludes that 
a delayed effective date is necessary. 
Therefore, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055; 21 U.S.C. 371) 
and the authority delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs by the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education and Welfare 
(25 F.R. 8625), the effective date of the 
order published in the Federal Register 
of September 6, 1961, is changed from 
180 days to 270 days from date of 
publication. 

(Sec. 701(a), 52 Stat. 1055; 21 U.S.C. 371(a)) 
Dated: February 13, 1962. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
(P.R. Doc. 62-1651; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 27—CANNED FRUITS AND 
CANNED FRUIT JUICES; DEFINI¬ 
TIONS AND STANDARDS OF IDEN¬ 
TITY; QUALITY; AND FILL OF CON¬ 
TAINER 


Artificially Sweetened Canned Pine¬ 
apple; Standard of Identity; Effec¬ 
tive Date 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as amended 
70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 
371) and in accordance with the author¬ 
ity delegated to the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs by the Secretary of 
* eal th, Education, and Welfare (25 F.R. 
8625), notice is hereby given that no ob¬ 
jections were filed to the order published 
lni he pEDERAL Register of December 28, 
1961 (26 F.R. 12563), establishing a defi- 
™° n . a nc * standard of identity for 
artificially sweetened canned pineapple. 

ccordingly, the definition and standard 
w «y promulgated by that order 
w m become effective February 26, 1962. 

70^1 701 » 52 stat * 1046,1055, as amended 

70 Stat 91 9. 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 371) 

Dated: February 13,1962. 


Geo. P. Larrick, 
commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
l p R. Doc. 62-1657; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:49 a.m.] 


title 36—PARKS, FORESTS, 
AND MEMORIALS 


Chapter I—National Park Service, 
e partment of the Interior 
PART 3 NATIONAL CAPITAL PARKS 
REGULATIONS 

Commercial Vehicles and Common 
Carriers 


to^the^nfv, b ?. reby given that pursuant 
e authority vested in the Secretary 


of the Interior by section 3 of the Act 
of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535; 16 
U.S.C. 3), § 3.36 of Title 36, Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, is amended as set forth 
below. The purpose of the amendment 
is to permit the operation of commercial 
trucks on Constitution Avenue east of 
18th Street NW. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rule-making process. 
However, because of the desire of the 
Interior Department to assist the De¬ 
partment of Highways and Traffic, 
Washington, D.C., in correcting a seri¬ 
ous traffic situation existing at the in¬ 
tersection of Virginia Avenue and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue NW., it has been 
determined to be in the best interest 
of the general public to revise the rout¬ 
ing of traffic in this area as soon as 
practicable. Accordingly, this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Paragraph (c) of § 3.36 is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 3.36 Commercial vehicles and common 
carriers. 

***** 

(c) Commercial trucks. The use of 
any park road by commercial trucks 
when such trucking is in no way con¬ 
nected with the operation of the park 
system is prohibited, except (1) on the 
section of Constitution Avenue east of 
18th Street, (2) that in special cases, 
trucking permits may be issued at the 
discretion of the Superintendent. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 13, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1641; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 

Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 
APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 2605] 
[Sacramento 065502] 

[1653043] 

CALIFORNIA 

Revoking Executive Order No. 7505 
of December 11, 1936 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President by section 1 of the act of June 
25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 141), 
and pursuant to Executive Order No. 
10355 of May 26, 1952, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 7505 of Decem¬ 
ber 11, 1936, so far as it withdrew the 
following described public lands for 
classification and in aid of legislation, is 
hereby revoked: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 

T. 34 N., R. 2 E., 

Sec. 24, SEV4SWV4: 

Sec. 25, E 1 / 2 NW 1 / 4. 


Containing 120 acres. 

2. The lands are located approximately 
eight miles south of Burney, California. 

3. The lands released from withdrawal 
by this order are hereby restored to the 
operation of the public land laws, subject 
to any valid existing rights and equitable 
claims, the requirements of applicable 
law, rules, and regulations, and the pro¬ 
visions of any existing withdrawals, pro¬ 
vided that until 10:00 a.m., on August 13, 
1962, the State of California shall have 
a preferred right of application to select 
the lands in accordance with subsection 
(c) of section 2 of the act of August 27, 
1958 (72 Stat. 928; 43 U.S.C. 851, 852). 

4. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws and to location for metallif¬ 
erous minerals. They will be open to 
location for nonmetalliferous minerals 
beginning at 10:00 a.m., on August 13, 
1962. 

5. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Manager, 
Land Office, Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Sacramento, California. 

John A. Carver, Jr. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1634; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 2606] 

MONTANA 

Withdrawing Lands for Reclamation 
Purposes 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
3 of the act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 
388; 43 U.S.C. 416), it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn in the first form from 
all forms of appropriation under the 
public land laws, and reserved for use 
of the Bureau of Reclamation, Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, in connection with 
the Missouri River Basin and Sun River 
Projects, as indicated: 

a. [Montana 037751] 

Missouri River Basin 

LONESOME LAKE RESERVOIR 

Lower Marias Unit—Principal Meridian 
T. 29 N.,R. 12 E., 

sec. 29, swy 4 Nwy 4 . 

b. [Montana 040242] 

PISHKUN RESERVOIR 

Sun River Project—Principal Meridian 

T. 22N..R.8W., 

Sec. 22, SE^NEy4. 

The areas described aggregate 30 
acres. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1635; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Public Land Order 2607] 

[1902651] 

ALASKA 

Partly Revoking Executive Order No. 

9114 of March 28, 1942 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 9114 of 
March 28, 1942, so far as it reserved by 
metes and bounds 481.7 acres in the Sitka 
Area in the vicinity of U.S. Survey No. 
1763 described as “Tract 1,” and 2,215.7 
acres in the same vicinity, described as 
“Tract 2”, for use of the War Depart¬ 
ment for military purposes, is hereby 
revoked. 

2. The lands in Tract 2 have been 

heretofore disposed of. Public Land 
Order No. 871 of November 5, 1952, re¬ 
served 140 acres in Tract 1 for townsite 
purposes. , 

3. Until 10:00 a.m., on May 14, 1962, 
the State of Alaska shall have a pre¬ 
ferred right to select the public lands 
released from withdrawal by this order 
in accordance with the Act of July 28, 
1956 (70 Stat. 709; 48 U.S.C. 46-3b), 
and section 6(g) of the Alaska State¬ 
hood Act of July 1958 (72 Stat. 339), 
and the regulations in 43 CFR Part 76. 

Beginning at 10:00 a.m., on May 14, 
1962, the lands shall be subject to op¬ 
eration of the public land laws generally, 
including the mining laws, subject to 
existing valid rights, to equitable claims, 
the provision of any existing with¬ 
drawals, and the requirements of appli¬ 
cable law, rules and regulations. 

Inquiries concerning the lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager,Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1636; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 2608] 

[New Mexico 074638] 

NEW MEXICO 

Withdrawing Lands for Use of Federal 
Aviation Agency in Maintenance 
of Air Navigation Facilities 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
4 of the Act of May 24, 1928 (45 Stat. 
729; 49 U.S.C. 214), it is ordered as 
follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following-described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws, and reserved 
for use of the Federal Aviation Agency 
in the maintenance of air navigation 
facilities: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian 
T. 27 S., R. 18 W., 

Sec. 30, SftNWftSEft, SW%NE%SE%, 
and W^SE^SE^. 


The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 50 acres. 

Authority to change the use specified 
by this order or to grant rights to others 
to use the lands, including grants of 
leases, licenses, easements and rights-of- 
way but excluding permits revocable at 
will, is reserved to the Secretary of the 
Interior or his delegate. 

John A. Carver, Jr. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1637; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 2609] 

[Arizona 030116] 

ARIZONA 

Modifying the Executive Order of 

August 18, 1904 (Whipple Barracks 

Target Range) 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President, and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

The Executive order of August 18,1904, 
establishing the Whipple Barracks Tar¬ 
get Range, is hereby modified to the ex¬ 
tent necessary to permit the grant of a 
highway right-of-way made by section 
2477, United States Revised Statutes (43 
U.S.C. 932), to become effective as to 
those portions of the following described 
lands delineated on maps in two sheets 
entitled “Yavapai County Highway De¬ 
partment, Map of Willow Creek Road 
through Whipple Barracks Rifle Range,” 
filed by the Yavapai County Board of 
Supervisors with the Bureau of Land 
Management as part of its application, 
Arizona 030116: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian 

T. 14 N., R. 2 W., 

Sec. 2, SWftSW*4; 

Sec. 10, SW&NEft and e*/ 2 NE}4; 

Sec. 11, NW&NWft. ' 

Containing 10.89 acres. " 

John A. Carver, Jr., 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1638; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 2610] 
[Anchorage 045884] 

ALASKA 

Withdrawing Lands for Use of the 
Department of Justice, Bureau of 
Prisons 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President, and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands in 
Alaska are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining laws, 
and reserved under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary of the Interior for use by 
the Department of Justice, Bureau of 


Prisons, as a detention center, under such 
terms and conditions as may be pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior 
or his delegate: 

Portage Area 

An unsurveyed parcel of land located in 
the Portage Townsite and situated adjacent 
to the southwest side of the Airstrip reserved 
for the (formerly) Territorial Department of 
Aviation more particularly described as 
follows: 

Beginning at Corner No. 1 which is situated 
at the intersection of the southwest bound¬ 
ary of the Territorial Department of Avia¬ 
tion Airstrip and the northwest boundary of 
the gravel pit reserved for the Bureau of 
Public Roads (Anchorage 020805), thence 
northwest 660' along airport boundary to 
Corner No. 2; thence southwest 330' to 
Corner No. 3; thence southeast 660' to Corner 
No. 4; thence northeast 330' to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Containing 5 acres. 

John. A. Carver, Jr., 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1639; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] • 


[Public Land Order 2611] 
[Oregon 09944] 

[Oregon 010256] 

OREGON 

Withdrawing Public Lands for Protec¬ 
tion of Forest Service Administra¬ 
tive Site; Revoking Executive Orders 
No. 4397 of March 17, 1926, and 
No. 8691 of February 20, 1941 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by section 1 of the act of 
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 
141), and otherwise, and pursuant to Ex¬ 
ecutive Order No. 10355 of May 26,1952, 
it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws, and reserved 
under jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Interior for protection of the Dale 
Ranger Station Administrative Site oi 
the Forest Service: 

[Oregon 09944] 

Willamette Meridian 


T. 6 S., R. 31 E., 

Sec. 36, Si/aSi/aSW^SW^. 


Containing 10 acres. r ^ 

2. Executive Order No. 4397 of Ma 
.7, 1926, and Executive Order No. wn 
>f February 20, 1941, which withdrew 
he following described lands in con 
ion with the administration of 
lood and the Siskiyou National Foi 
espectively, are hereby revoked: 


Willamette Meridian 
Executive Order No. 4397 


T. 4 S., R. 3 E., 

Sec. 9, SW]4NEV4- 

Executive Order No. 8961 

T. 40 S., R. 8 W., 

Sec. 33,SW&SW}4. 









Saturday, February 17, 1962 

The areas described aggregate 80 
acres, of which 40 acres, comprising the 
lands described in section 9, are revested 
Oregon and California Railroad grant 
lands. 

3 . The lands in section 9 are situated 
some eight airline miles southeast of 
Oregon City, Clackamas County. Those 
in section 33, are located about three air¬ 
line miles southeast of O’Brien, in Jose¬ 
phine County. 

4. The public lands released from 
withdrawal by this order are hereby re¬ 
stored to the operation of the public land 
laws, subject to valid existing rights and 
equitable claims, the requirements of 
applicable law, rules and regulations, and 
the provisions of any existing withdraw¬ 
als provided, that, until 10:00 a.m. on 
August 13, 1962, the State of Oregon shall 
have a preferred right of application to 
select the lands in accordance with sub¬ 
section (c) of section 2 of the act of 
August 27, 1958 (72 Stat. 928; 43 U.S.C. 
851, 852). 

The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, and to location for metallif¬ 
erous minerals. They will be open to 
location for nonmetalliferous minerals 
beginning at 10:00 a.m., on August 13, 
1962. 

5. At 10:00 a.m., on March 20, 1962, 
the revested Oregon and California Rail¬ 
road grant lands described in paragraph 
2 , hereof, shall become subject to such 
forms of disposition as may by law be 
made of such lands. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Portland, 
Oregon. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 12,1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1640; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


Title 46—SHIPPING 

Chapter II—Maritime Administration, 
Department of Commerce 
SUBCHAPTER J—MISCELLANEOUS 

[General Order 90, Amdt. 1] 

PART 365—OFFICIAL SEAL OF THE 
MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Part 365 is hereby amended by (a) 
changing § 365.1 Purpose to read as set 
forth below; (b) deleting the heading 
and text of § 365.2 Federal Maritime 
Board Seal and substituting therefor the 
heading and text of § 365.3 Maritime 
Administration Seal ; (c) deleting the 
section designation “365.3”; and (d) 
amending the part heading to read as 
set forth above. 

§ 365.1 Purpose. 

To prescribe and give official notice of 
the seal of the Maritime Administration. 
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(Sec. 204, 49 Stat. 1987, as amended; 46 U.S.C. 

1114) 

Dated: February 14,1962. 

By order of the Maritime Adminis¬ 
trator. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1663; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:50 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

PART 12—AMATEUR RADIO 
SERVICE 

PART 19—CITIZENS RADIO SERVICE 

PART 20—DISASTER COMMUNICA¬ 
TIONS SERVICE 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The Commission, having under con¬ 
sideration the amendment of Part 12, 
19 and 20 of the rules governing the 
Amateur, Citizens and Disaster Com¬ 
munications Radio Services, to effect the 
editorial changes described below; and 
It appearing that the Geneva (1959) 
Radio Regulations, to which the United 
States is signatory, have been ratified 
by the Senate of the United States; and 
It further appearing that wherever pos¬ 
sible, the Commission’s rules should con¬ 
form to the Geneva Radio Regulations; 
and 

It further appearing that the abbrevia¬ 
tions kc (for kilocycles) and Me (for 
megacycles) have been amended in the 
Geneva Radio Regulations to read kc/s 
and Mc/s respectively; and 

It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ments herein ordered make no substan¬ 
tive change, and, being editorial in na¬ 
ture, the prior public notice and effective 
date provisions of the Administrative 
Procedures Act are not applicable; and 
It further appearing that the amend¬ 
ments adopted herein are issued pur¬ 
suant to the authority contained in 
sections 4(i) and303(r) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, and sec¬ 
tion 0.341(a) of the Commission’s State¬ 
ment of Delegations of Authority; 

It is ordered , This 8th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1962, that effective February 19, 1962, 
the terms “kc” and “Me” are amended 
to read “kc/s” and “Mc/s” wherever 
they appear in Parts 12, 19 and 20 of the 
Commission’s rules. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: February 14, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1669; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:51 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[14 CFR Part 600 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-LA-69] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Proposed Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 600.1545 of the regu¬ 
lations of the Administrator, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

Intermediate altitude VOR Federal 
airway No. 1545 extends in part from the 
Tucson, Ariz., VOR as a 10-mile wide 
airway via the intersection of the Tucson 
VOR 299° and the Casa Grande, Ariz., 
VOR 158° True radials, the Casa Grande 
VOR to the Phoenix, Ariz., VOR. The 
Federal Aviation Agency has under con¬ 
sideration alteration of this segment of 
Victor 1545 from Tucson to Phoenix by 
realigning it as a 12-mile wide airway 
from the Tucson VOR to the intersection 
of the Tucson VOR 316° and the Phoenix 
VOR 161° True radials, thence as a 10- 
mile wide airway to the Phoenix VOR. 
This would align Victor 1545 to overlie 
low altitude VOR Federal airway No. 16, 
and facilitate transitioning between the 
two route structures in the Tucson and 
Phoenix terminal areas and provide a 
shorter route between Tucson and Phoe¬ 
nix. The reduced airway widths would 
provide lateral separation from the 
training areas in the vicinity of Williams 
Air Force Base, Ariz. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Western Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 5651 West Manchester Ave¬ 
nue, P.O. Box 90007, Airport Station, Los 
Angeles 45, Calif. All communications 
received within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or 
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
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informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 13, 1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Acting Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 6^-1627; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Parts 600, 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-LA-40] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND ASSOCIATED 
CONTROL AREAS 

Proposed Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 409.- 
13), notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to §§ 600.6002, 600.6025, and 
601.6025 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator, the substance of which is 
stated below: 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration the following 
actions: 

1. Low altitude VOR Federal airway 
No. 2 extends in part from Seattle, 
Wash., to Ephrata, Wash., via Ellens - 
burg, Wash., including a N alternate 
from Seattle direct to Ephrata. It is 
proposed to redesignate the N alternate 
from Seattle to Ephrata via the Wen¬ 
atchee, Wash., VOR. 

2. Low altitude VOR Federal airway 
No. 25 extends in part from Yakima, 
Wash., to Ellensburg. It is proposed to 
extend Victor 25 and its associated con¬ 
trol areas northward from Ellensburg to 
the Wenatchee VOR. 

The designation of Victor 2 north 
alternate via the Wenatchee VOR would 
not change the alignment of this airway 
segment. However, it would permit 
better navigational guidance along this 
airway and permit the establishment of 
lower minimum en route altitudes in the 
vicinity of Wenatchee. The extension of 
Victor 25, as proposed, would provide a 
designated route for VOR equipped air¬ 
craft operating between Ellensburg and 
Wenatchee. 

The control areas associated with this 
segment of Victor 2 north alternate are 
so designated that they would auto¬ 
matically conform to the altered airway. 
Accordingly, no action relating to control 
areas associated with this airway would 
be necessary. The vertical extent of the 
control areas associated with these air¬ 
way segments would extend from 700 feet 
above the surface to the base of the con¬ 
tinental control area. Separate actions 
will be initiated to implement on an area 
basis Amendment 60-21 to Part 60 of the 
Civil Air Regulations. 


Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Western Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 5651 West Manchester Ave¬ 
nue, P.O. Box 90007, Airport Station, Los 
Angeles 45, Calif. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Utilization 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Washington 25, D.C. Any data, views 
or arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 12, 1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

} Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1628; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-NY-70] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY AND ASSOCIATED 
CONTROL AREAS 

Proposed Designation and Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority 
me by the Administrator <14 
409.13), notice is hereby given that u 
Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) is 
sidering amendments to Parts 600 
601 and § 600.6249 of the regulations 
the Administrator, the substance 
which is stated below. . No 

Low altitude VOR Federal airway V- 
249 is designated in part fro ®.«y 
N.Y., via Rockdale, N.Y., to Utica, IN- 
The Federal Aviation Agency has 
consideration the alteration of tn j( . 
ment of Victor 249 by redesigning 
from DeLancy direct to Utica- I 
proposed to designate low altitude !- 
Federal airway No. 449 and its a ^ 
control areas from, the DeLan y 
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via the Rochdale VOR to the intersec¬ 
tion of the Rockdale VOR 348° and the 
Utica VOR 280° True radials. 

The proposed realignment of Victor 
249 together with the designation of Vic¬ 
tor 449 would provide parallel arrival 
and departure routes to serve the Grif¬ 
fis Air Force Base, N.Y./Utica terminal 
areas and would reduce the traffic de¬ 
lays now occurring at Griffiss APB and 
Oneida County Airport. The control 
areas associated with this segment of 
Victor 249 would remain as designated 
pending review of the adjacent airspace. 
The control areas associated with Vic¬ 
tor 449 would extend from 700 feet above 
the surface to the base of the continental 
control area. Separate actions would be 
initiated to implement on an area basis 
Amendment 60-21 to Part 60 of the Civil 
Air Regulations. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Assist¬ 
ant Administrator, Eastern Region, 
Attn: Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New 
York International Airport, Jamaica 30, 
N.Y. All communications received with¬ 
in forty-five days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
jor examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

amen dment is proposed under 
cuon 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 

1348)° f 1958 <72 Stat 749 ’ 49 USC * 

* ssu ^ in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 13,1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

Doc. 62-1629; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


114 CFR Parts 600, 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-NY-1081 

feder al airway and associated 

CONTROL AREAS 


Proposed Alteration 

to P ^p SU ^ nt .J^° toe authority deleg 
by the Administrator (14 


409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to §§ 600.6246 and 601.6246 
of the regulations of the Administrator, 
the substance of which is stated below. 

Low altitude VOR Federal airway No. 
246 extends from Rosewood, Ohio, to 
Mansfield, Ohio. The Federal Aviation 
Agency has under consideration the ex¬ 
tension of Victor 246 and its associated 
control areas from the Mansfield, Ohio, 
VORTAC, via the Mansfield VORTAC 
066° True radial to the intersection of 
the Cleveland, Ohio, VORTAC 138° and 
the Tiverton, Ohio, VOR 017° True 
radials. This intersection would be util¬ 
ized as a holding fix for the Cleveland 
terminal area. The proposed extension 
of Victor 246 would establish a segment 
of designated Federal airway to the hold¬ 
ing fix for traffic approaching the Cleve¬ 
land terminal area from the south and 
southwest. 

The control areas associated with this 
proposed airway segment would extend 
upward from 700 feet above the surface 
to the base of the continental control 
area. Separate actions will be initiated 
to implement on an area basis Amend¬ 
ment 60-21 to Part 60 of the Civil Air 
Regulations. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Eastern Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Federal Building, New York 
International Airport, Jamaica 30, N.Y. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room C-226, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 12,1962. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1630; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 2, 10, 11, 16, 19 1 

[Docket No. 14503 (RM-201, RM-306); FCC 
62-129] 

ALLOCATION OF ASSIGNABLE 
FREQUENCIES BAND 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled matter. 

2. Previous Commission action in 
Dockets 11253 and 12169 determined, 
inter alia, that the creation of channels 
having a frequency separation of 20 kc/s 
rather than 40 kc/s was technically 
feasible. As a result, the appropriate 
rules of the above-mentioned parts have 
been amended to require all equipments 
used after October 31, 1963, to be of a 
type capable of permitting operation on 
channels separated by 20 kc/s. 

3. In light of this “channel splitting,” 
it is proposed herein to allocate the fre¬ 
quencies in the 25-42 Mc/s band among 
the various services referred-to-above, 
each frequency to have a channel sepa¬ 
ration of 20 kc/s. This proceeding is 
substantially responsive to petitions filed 
by Electronics Industries Association 
(EIA) and by Special Industrial Radio 
Service Association, Inc. (SIRSA), 
RM-201 and RM-306, respectively. 

4. The Appendices to this notice set 
forth the proposed disposition of the 
frequencies in this band to the afore¬ 
mentioned Safety and Special Radio 
Services. The following table summa¬ 
rizes the proposed availability of the 
primary and split channels to the various 
services; it does not purport to represent 
changes in the amount of frequency 
space allocated to the respective 
services: 


Service 

Present 

total 

channels 

allocated 

Proposed 

total 

channels 

allocated 

Business .. . 

25 

64 

Citizens... - . 

28 

34 

Fire. 

15 

li 

Forestry Conservation. 

29 

% 

Forest Products. 

2 


Highway Maintenance. 

6 

11 

Industrial Developmental- 

Land Transportation Develop¬ 

0 

l: 

mental_ 

0 


Local Government. 

Motor Carrier (Urban Passen- 

0 

3 

ger)..— 

12 

i 

Petroleum... -. 

19 


Police.. 

36 

3 

Power...—. 

11 

2 

Public Safety Developmental. 

0 

1 

Relay Press. 

0 


Special Emergency.. 

6 

1 

Special Industrial... 

Telephone Maintenance. 

14 

4 

1 

1 



5. The proposed allocation is predi¬ 
cated on the evidence now available to 
the Commission concerning the needs of 
a particular service for additional fre¬ 
quencies as well as a tentative judgment 
concerning the priority of need among 
these services. Within this framework, 
the proposal generally makes split chan¬ 
nels available to the service now occupy¬ 
ing that particular part of the band. In 
some cases, however, in order to avoid 
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interspersion, it was necessary to move 
portions of one or more services to ad¬ 
jacent frequencies. In the long run it 
appears more advantageous to create 
“block allocations’* even though some 
existing systems will be required to 
change frequencies rather than to in¬ 
tersperse services in order to honor exist¬ 
ing allocations. 

6 . As previously stated, existing li¬ 
censees in these services (pre-August 1, 
1958) operating in the 25-42 Mc/s band 
utilizing 40F3 equipment are required 
under present rules to comply with all 
narrow-band technical standards set 
forth in the various service rules no later 
than October 31, 1963. Also, present 
rules require that new licensees (post- 
August 1, 1958) must use equipment 
capable of meeting all these narrow- 
band technical standards. Thus, in 
order to facilitate immediate usage of 
these new “split channels’’ the Commis¬ 
sion is proposing the following: 

(a) After the effective date of the 
final rules in this Docket, no new systems 
will be authorized unless the frequency 
requested is in accord with the revised 
frequency allocation tables. 

(b) Licensees authorized prior to the 
aforementioned effective date will be re¬ 
quired to reduce the frequency deviation 
of all transmitters authorized to operate 
in this band to plus or minus 5 kc/s 
within six months thereafter. 

7. It should be noted that persons 
authorized pursuant to Parts 10, 11, and 
16 to operate radio stations on frequen¬ 
cies in the band 25-50 Mc/s must recog¬ 
nize that the band is shared with various 
services in other countries; that harmful 
interference may be caused by tropo¬ 
spheric and ionospheric propagation of 
signals from distant stations of all serv¬ 
ices of the United States and other 
countries operating on frequencies in 
this band; and that no protection from 
such harmful interference generally can 
be expected. Persons desiring to avoid 
such harmful interference should con¬ 
sider operation on available fre¬ 
quencies higher in the radio spectrum 
not generally subject to this type of 
difficulty. Ref. §§ 10.101(g), 11.8(h), 
and 16.8(e) respectively. 

8 . It should be noted that the few in¬ 
stances in which it was deemed neces¬ 
sary to move a portion of a service to an 
adjacent frequency to avoid intersper- 
sion present a special problem. It is 
reasonable to allow existing users on 
these affected frequencies to continue 
to operate for some period of time. To 
impose an imminent date for these li¬ 
censees to change frequencies because 
of this proposed reallocation appears to 
be unduly onerous. On the other hand, 
to permit such operation indefinitely 
would preclude potential new users from 
establishing systems on frequencies 
made available to them under this pro¬ 
posed reallocation. The Commission 
specifically invites comments on this 
problem as an aid in determining an 
optimum cutoff date. 

9. Attention is directed to the pro¬ 
posal to allocate 10 kc/s segments con¬ 
tiguous to the Government band in the 


form of two 5 kc/s segments to the serv¬ 
ice adjacent to this band. Similar seg¬ 
ments have been created contiguous to 
one frequency band now available to the 
Domestic Public Radio Service, and it 
has been proposed to allocate these to 
the adjacent Industrial Radio Service. 
It should be noted that segments of like 
size could be created contiguous to Gov¬ 
ernment bands in the 42-50 Mc/s band. 
While this notice contains no specific 
proposal with reference thereto, com¬ 
ments are invited as to the desirability 
of establishing such segments. 

10. Authority for the proposed amend¬ 
ments is contained in sections 4(i) and 
303 of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended. 

11. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before May 1, 1962, and 
reply comments on or before May 11, 
1962. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 


by the Commission before final action 
is taken in this proceeding. In reaching 
its decision in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission may also take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi¬ 
tion to the specific comments invited bv 
this notice. * 

12. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and fourteen 
copies of all statements, briefs, and com¬ 
ments filed should be furnished the 
Commission. - 

Adopted: February 6,1962. 
Released: February 14, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

1. Section 2.106 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations is amended to read, 
in part, as follows: 

(a) Table of frequency allocations. 


Federal Communications Commission 


Band 

(Mc/s) 

Service 

Class of station 

Fre¬ 

quency 

(Mc/s) 

Nature l 0F SERVICES 
Nature | ofstati(>ns 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

• * 

• • 

• • 

• • 

* • 

25. 01-25.33 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

* * 

• • 

• • 

* • 

• * 

27. 28-27. 54 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

* * 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• * 

29. 7-29.8 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

* * 

• * 

• • 

* m 

* • 

30. 56-31.17 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

31.17-32.0 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. 

• • 

* • 

• • 

• • 

• » 

33.0-33.01 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


LAND TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION. 

33.01-33.11 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. 

33.11-33.69 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

33.69-34.0 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. 

* * 

* • 

• * 

* * 

* * 

35.0-35.20 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

35. 20-35.68 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 

35.22- 

35.66 

(NQ33) 

DOMESTIC public. 

35.68-36. 0 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


INDUSTRIAL. 

* * 

* * 


• • 


37.0-37. 89 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


industrial. 

37.89-38.0 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. 

* • 

• * 

* • 

• * 

* »_^ 

39. 0-40.0 

LAND MOBILE. 

Base. 

Land mobile. 


PUBLIC SAFETY. 

• * 

• * 

• • 

* • 

• * 
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Available also to Forest Products in the States of Oregon and Washington only. 
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Mc/s 

Present allocation 

Proposed allocation 

on nn 70 QQ£ 

5kc/s .. .-. 

Public Safety, Developmental. 

Do. 

• * * 

Public Safety, Developmental. 

Do. 

on note 4A AA 

5 kc/s _ _ _ -. . 

3V.W&-4U.UU--— 

* t * 

jn nn_40 AA^ 

* * * 

5 kc/s _ 

4i.WM-.UUO- 

jn nnKlO m 

5 kc/s - _ 

4*.WKM*.U1- 



[P.R. Doc. 62-1582; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 730 1 


RICE 


Notice of Proposed Amendments to 
Regulations for Determination of 
Acreage Allotments for 1959 and 
Subsequent Crops 


Notice is hereby given that the action 
proposed and published (26 F.R. 8962), 
with respect to changes in the regula¬ 
tions for the determination of rice acre¬ 
age allotments for 1959 and subsequent 
crops of rice relating to reissuance of the 
regulations and to determination of 
allotments in the entire State of Louisi¬ 
ana on a “producer” basis will not be 
taken. Instead, notice is hereby given 
that pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1301, 1352, 1353, 1354, 
1377), the Department proposes to 
amend §§ 730.1021, 730.1024 and 730.1033 
of the regulations (23 F.R. 8528), as 
amended. The changes as proposed 
would be effective for the 1962 and sub¬ 
sequent crops of rice and would provide 
(1) that if either the county or State 
commitee has reason to believe a pro¬ 
ducer is not or was net in fact actively 
participating in the production of rice, 
a hearing may be scheduled for the pur¬ 
pose of obtaining facts before reaching 
a decision as to whether or not the farm 
nee acreage allotment should be re¬ 
duced, and (2) uniformity in the cur¬ 
rent regulations with respect to the re¬ 
ease and reapportionment of rice 
acreage allotments and similar regu- 
lations for other commodities. 

i he proposed changes follow: 
on r y^on 730.1021(e) is to be 
amended to read as follows: 


If tbe count y or State committee 
mp n to believe > after the establish- 
any farm acreage allotment ir 
anf° ld u nce this section, that a ten- 
all °t m ent acreage was alio- 
fart V^ SU , ch f arm is not, or was not, ir 
SES* partici Pating in the pro- 
fa;; 1011 f the nce cr °P Produced on the 
schpHilf/u 0 * 1 year > a hearing shall be 
thp t dU ed by the count y committee anc 
or ti G K ant Sha11 be invited to be present 
shall . represented » at which time h< 
tiatp w gl i Ve . n an °PP°rtunity to substan¬ 
ce^ 2 ? laim fhat he is, or was, actively 
farm Cd V 1 ^ be Production of rice on th< 
his rpnn ^ dicated at the time of filing 
Quest for the allocation of his pro 


ducer allotment to the farm. If the 
county committee, with State commit¬ 
tee approval, or the State committee 
finds that such tenant is not, or was 
not, actively participating in the pro¬ 
duction of the rice crop on the farm, 
except where allocation was made for 
t£e purpose of participating in the con¬ 
servation reserve program or for the 
preservation of acreage, and therefore 
did not actively engage in the produc¬ 
tion of rice on such farm during the year 
in question, the county committee shall, 
with the approval of the State commit¬ 
tee, recall such producer’s allotment 
acreage previously allocated to the farm 
and adjust the farm rice acreage allot¬ 
ment accordingly. The county commit¬ 
tee shall notify the farm operator of the 
revised farm acreage allotment. Such 
notice shall be on an official Form MQ- 
24 and will be accompanied by a letter 
of explanation as to the reason such 
action was taken to reduce the farm 
acreage allotment. A copy of the notice 
and letter shall be forwarded to all per¬ 
sons engaged in the production of rice 
on the farm. Any allotment acreage 
recalled by the county committee under 
this section shall not be available for 
apportionment or reallocation to any 
other farm. 

2. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
§ 730.1024 are to be amended to read as 
follows: 

(a) In a producer State or area, a 
producer may, not later than the ap¬ 
plicable closing date prescribed in this 
section voluntarily release to the county 
committee all or any part of his pro¬ 
ducer rice acreage allotment that will 
not be allocated to a farm in the current 
year. Such released acreage shall be 
deducted from the allotment established 
for such producer and may, except as 
provided in paragraph (e) of this sec¬ 
tion, be reapportioned by the county 
committee to other producers (old or 
new) by whom a request for increase in 
acreage allotment has been timely filed 
in the same county in amounti deter¬ 
mined to be fair and reasonable on the 
basis of the production of rice by the 
producer during the five years immedi¬ 
ately preceding the current year; pre¬ 
vious rice acreage allotments established 
for the producer; abnormal conditions 
affecting acreage; land, labor, water and 
equipment available for the production 
of rice; crop-rotation practices; and the 
soil and other physical factors affecting 
the production of rice. The closing date 
in each producer State or area for the 
release of rice acreage allotments shall 
be as follows: 


California _ Apr. 1 

Florida _ Mar. 15 

Louisiana 1 _ Apr. 24 

North Carolina _ Mar. 1 

Tennessee _ Apr. 1 

Texas _ Apr. 20 


1 Producer administrative area. 

The closing date in each producer State 
or area for reapportionment of rice acre¬ 
age allotment shall be a date not later 
than 15 days after the applicable release 
date indicated herein. 

(b) To be eligible for an increase in a 
farm acreage allotment from released 
acreage, a request for such increase must 
be filed in the county office by the ap¬ 
plicant on or before the applicable re¬ 
lease date indicated herein. The State 
committee shall have the option of con¬ 
sidering a verbal request acceptable, or 
requiring a written request before the 
county committee may consider reap¬ 
portioning released acreage to a farm. 
In either event, only those farms for 
which a request is timely filed shall be 
given consideration when reapportioning 
released acreage in the State. 

3. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 730.- 
1033 are to be amended to read as 
follows: 

(a) In a farm State, any part of the 
rice acreage allotment determined for a 
farm that will not be planted in the cur¬ 
rent year, including pooled rice acreage 
allotment for a farm acquired under 
right of eminent domain, and which is 
voluntarily released by the owner or op¬ 
erator of the farm to the county com¬ 
mittee not later than the applicable clos¬ 
ing date prescribed in this section shall 
be deducted from the rice acreage allot¬ 
ment determined for such farm, and 
may, except as provided under paragraph 
(e) of this section, be reapportioned by 
the county committee to other farms 
(old or new) for which a request for in¬ 
crease in acreage allotment has been 
timely filed, in the same county receiv¬ 
ing allotments in amounts determined 
by the county committee to be fair and 
reasonable on the basis of the produc¬ 
tion of rice on the farm during the five 
years immediately preceding the cur¬ 
rent year; farm acreage allotments pre¬ 
viously established for the farm; ab¬ 
normal conditions affecting acreage; 
land, labor, water and equipment avail¬ 
able for the production of rice; crop- 
rotation practices; and the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of rice. The closing date, in each farm 
State, or area, for the release of farm 
rice acreage allotments shall be as fol¬ 
lows: 


Arkansas_May 1 

Illinois_May 1 

Louisiana 1 _Apr. 24 

Mississippi _May 1 

Missouri _May 1 

Oklahoma_May 1 

South Carolina-Apr. 1 


1 Farm administrative area. 

The closing date in each farm State or 
area for reapportionment of farm rice 
acreage allotment shall be a date not 
later than 15 days after the applicable 
release date indicated herein. 
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(b) To be eligible for an increase in a 
farm acreage allotment from released 
acreage, a request for such increase must 
be filed in the county office by the appli¬ 
cant on or before the applicable release 
date indicated herein. The State com¬ 
mittee shall have the option of consider¬ 
ing a verbal request acceptable, or re¬ 
quiring a written request before the 
county committee may consider reappor¬ 
tioning released acreage to a farm. In 
either event, only those farms for which 
a request is timely filed shall be given 
consideration when reapportioning re¬ 
leased acreage in the State. 

Prior to the issuance of the regulations 
referred to herein, any data, views or 
recommendations pertaining thereto 
which are submitted in writing to the 
Director, Grain Division, Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., will be given considera¬ 
tion, provided such submissions are 
postmarked not later than 10 days from 
the date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1962. 

E. A. Jaenke, 

Acting Administrator, Agricul¬ 
tural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1674; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:52 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Parts 1001, 1002, 1003, 1004, 
1006, 1007, 1010, 1014, 1015, 

1016 1 

[Docket Nos. AO-14-A 31, AO-71-A 41, AO- 
160-A 23, AO-302-A 5, AO-203-A 13, AO- 
312-A 2, AO-293-A 4, AO-204-A 13, 0-276- 
A 3, and AO-305-A 5] 

MILK IN GREATER BOSTON, MASS.; 
NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY; PHILA¬ 
DELPHIA, PA.; SOUTHEASTERN 
NEW ENGLAND; SPRINGFIELD, 
MASS.; UPPER CHESAPEAKE BAY; 
WASHINGTON, D.C.; WORCESTER, 
MASS.; WILMINGTON, DEL., AND 
CONNECTICUT MARKETING AREAS 

Notice of Extension of Time for Filing 
Exceptions to Recommended Deci¬ 
sion on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given that the time for filing exceptions 
to the recommended decision with re¬ 
spect to the proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreements and 
to the orders regulating the handling of 
milk in the Greater Boston, Massa¬ 
chusetts; New York-New Jersey; Phila¬ 
delphia, Pennsylvania; Southeastern 
New England; Springfield, Massachu¬ 
setts; Upper Chesapeake Bay; Washing¬ 
ton, D.C.; Worchester, Massachusetts; 
Wilmington, Delaware and Connecticut 


marketing areas, which was issued Jan¬ 
uary 22, 1962 (27 F.R. 799), is hereby 
extended to March 31, 1962. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 14, 1962. 

John P. Duncan, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1673; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:52 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 3 ] 

PREPARATIONS FOR TREATMENT OF 
PERNICIOUS ANEMIA 

Proposed Statement of General Policy 
and Interpretation 

Notice is given that the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, on his own initiative 
and pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(secs. 502(f), 503(b), 701(a), 52 Stat. 
1051, 1052 as amended 65 Stat. 648, 52 
Stat. 1055; 21 U.S.C. 352(f), 353(b), 371 
(a)), and under the authority delegated 
to him by the Secretary of Health, Ed¬ 
ucation, and Welfare (25 F.R. 8625), pro¬ 
poses to issue a statement of general 
policy and interpretation on prepara¬ 
tions for the treatment of pernicious 
anemia, as follows: 

§ 3.40 Preparations for the treatment of 
pernicious anemia. 

(a) The ninth announcement of the 
Anti-anemia Preparations Advisory 
Board of the U.S.P. is concerned with 
the status of the treatment of pernicious 
anemia. It clearly explains the basis 
for the following facts: 

(1) The Sixteenth Revision of the 
Pharmacopeia of the United States, 
which became official on October 1, 
1960, does not include preparations in¬ 
tended for the treatment of pernicious 
anemia by oral administration. 

(2) The U.S.P. Unit for anti-anemia 

preparations^ no longer has any signifi¬ 
cance. % _ 

(3) The U.S.P. Anti-anemia Prepara¬ 
tions Advisory Board was disbanded. 

(b) On the basis of the scientific evi¬ 
dence and conclusions summarized in 
the statement of the U.S.P. Anti-anemia 
Preparations Advisory Board as well as 
pertinent information from other 
sources, the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs finds it is the consensus of well- 
informed medical opinion that: 

(1) The parenteral administration of 
cyanocobalamin or vitamin B 12 is the 
generally recognized, wholly reliable 
treatment of pernicious anemia. 

(2) At the present time there can be 
no assurance that any orally ingested 
preparation is a wholly reliable treat¬ 
ment of pernicious anemia. 

(3) The substitution of any unrelia¬ 
ble treatment such as the ingestion of 
oral preparations of vitamin B 12 with in¬ 
trinsic factor concentrate in place of a 
completely adequate and wholly reliable 


treatment for a disease condition as 
serious as pernicious anemia cannot be 
regarded as safe. 

(4) The oral ingestion of intrinsic fac¬ 
tor may in some cases delay the develop¬ 
ment of the classical symptoms of per¬ 
nicious anemia that would cause a 
person to seek medical attention. Per¬ 
nicious anemia is a disease which is 
associated, among other things, with a 
higher than normal incidence of cancer 
of the stomach and which, for the safety 
of the patient, requires continuous expert’ 
medical supervision. 

(5) There is the risk that the oral in¬ 
gestion of products containing vitamin 
B 12 with intrinsic factor concentrate or 
liver extract, by masking the anemia 
symptoms of the disease state, would 
permit the development or progression 
of the nervous system involvement in a 
patient under this form of treatment. It 
is well established that whereas the ane¬ 
mia involvement is completely reversible 
after adequate treatment, the nervous 
system involvement may not be com¬ 
pletely reversible and thus may result 
in permanent nervous system damage. 

(6) Some hematologists prescribe oral 
preparations of vitamin B 12 with intrinsic 
factor concentrate to supplement paren¬ 
teral administration of cyanocobalamin 
or vitamin B 12 in the treatment of per¬ 
nicious anemia patients. 

(7) Intrinsic factor and intrinsic fac¬ 

tor concentrate serve no known useful 
clinical or nutritional purpose except to 
the extent that they do increase the gas¬ 
trointestinal absorption of vitamin B 12 
in patients suffering from pernicious 
anemia. . 

(8) Medical expertise is required 101 
the diagnosis as well as the management 
of pernicious anemia. 

(c) The Eleventh Edition of The Na¬ 
tional Formulary and its first interim re¬ 
vision include monographs for oral prep¬ 
arations of vitamin B 12 with intrinsi 
factor concentrate; establish a unit 0 
vitamin B 12 with intrinsic factor concen¬ 
trate; and provide for a National Form¬ 
ulary Anti-Anemia Preparations sav ¬ 
ory Board to assign the potency of sue 
preparations. This provides for 
availability of such oral preparati » 
standardized within the meaning 01 
broad limits characteristic of the eva 


tion of such preparations. 

(d) In view of the foregoing, the com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs anno . . 
he following Food and Drug Adminis 

ration policy; „., r . 

(1) Any drug that contains or P 
iorts to contain intrinsic fact 
ntrinsic factor concentrate win 
arded as misbranded within th , 
ng of section 503(b) of the Fedend Fooo, 
hug, and Cosmetic Act u ^ le ^ p e( j. 
abeled with the legend “Cf^ution ^ 
ral law prohibits dispensing 

1 (2) Any drug intended, represented,^! 
.dvertised for oral ingestion in * 
ention or treatment of pernic 
aia or which contains or PUTO^. 
ontain any substance or mixtur 
tances described in subparagiaPh ^ 
f this paragraph will be ieg (2 ) 
nisbranded under sections - . an d 
nd (j) of the act unless its labe ■ ^ 
abeling bear a warning statement to 
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effect: “Caution—This preparation is 
not a reliable substitute for parenterally 
administered cyanocobalamin (vitamin 
B 12 ) in the management of pernicious 
anemia. Periodic examinations and lab¬ 
oratory studies of pernicious anemia pa¬ 
tients are essential.” 

(3) Under the food additives amend¬ 
ment to the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act, intrinsic factor and intrinsic 
factor concentrate are regarded as food 
additives. No food additive regulation 
nor existing extension of the effective 
date of the food additives amendment to 
the act authorizes these additives in 
foods, including foods for special dietary 
uses. Any food containing added in¬ 
trinsic factor or intrinsic factor concen¬ 
trate will be regarded as adulterated 
within the meaning of section 402 
(a) (2) (C) of the act. 

(e) Regulatory action may be initiated 
with respect to any article shipped with¬ 
in the jurisdiction of the act contrary 
to the provisions of this policy statement 
after the sixtieth day following publica¬ 
tion of this statement in the Federal 
Register. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views in writing regarding 
the proposal published herein. Such 
views and comments should be submitted 
in quintuplicate, addressed to the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 In¬ 
dependence Avenue SW., Washington 25, 
D.C., prior to the thirtieth day following 
the date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1650; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 120 1 

TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS 
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE 
CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

6,7,8,9,10,10 - Hexachloro -1,5,5a,6,9, 
9a-Hexahydro-6,9-Methano-2,4,3- 
Benzodioxathiepin-3-Oxide, Notice 
of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(1)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by Niagara Chemical 
Division, FMC Corporation, Middle- 
port, New York, proposing the es¬ 
tablishment of a tolerance of 2 parts 
per million for residues of 6,7,8,9,10,10- 
Hexachloro-l,5,5a,6,9,9a-hexahydro-6,9- 
methano - 2,4,3, - benzodioxathiepin - 3 - 
oxide in or on cherries, cucumbers, 
head lettuce, melons, plums, prunes, 
pumpkins, summer squash, watercress, 
and winter squash. 

The analytical methods proposed in 
the petition for determining residues of 


6,7,8,9,10,10 - hexachloro - 1,5,5a,6,9,9a - 
hexahydro-6,9-methano -2,4,3 - benzodi- 
oxathiepin-3-oxide are the methods 
published in the Federal Register of 
March 18, 1960 (25 F.R. 2269), 

and a modification of the gas 
chromatographic microcoulometric pro¬ 
cedure of Coulson et al, published in the 
Journal of Agricultural and Food Chem¬ 
istry, Volume 8, page 399 (1960). A di¬ 
rect combustion total chloride procedure 
with potentiometric measurement is also 
used. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

Robert S. Roe, 
Director, Bureau of 
Biological and Physical Sciences. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1656; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Parts 141b, 146b 1 

STREPTOMYCYLIDENE ISONICOTINYL 
HYDRAZINE SULFATE 

Notice of Proposal To Change Name 
to Streptonicozid Sulfate 

The regulations for tests and methods 
of assay and certification of streptomy¬ 
cin and streptomycin-containing drugs 
use the name “streptomyclidene isonico- 
tinyl hydrazine sulfate” as the name 
for the crystalline sulfate compound of 
streptomycin and isonicotinic acid 
hy dr azide. It has come to the attention 
of the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
that the name “streptonicozid sulfate” 
has been generally adopted for this anti¬ 
biotic drug. The Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs has concluded that in order 
to prevent confusion in the medical 
literature and avoid having the same 
drug sold under different names, appro¬ 
priate changes should be made in the 
regulations promulgated under section 
507 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act to recognize “streptonicozid 
sulfate” as the common or usual name 
for the subject drug. 

Therefore, the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs, under the authority of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 507(b), 59 Stat. 463; 21 U.S.C. 
357(b)), delegated to him by the Secre¬ 
tary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(25 F.R. 8625), proposes to amend the 
applicable sections of Parts 141b and 
146b to require that “streptonicozid sul¬ 
fate” be used as the name for this drug. 

All interested persons are invited to 
present their views in writing regarding 
this proposal to the Hearing Clerk, De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Washington 25, D.C., within 30 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. Such 
views and comments should be filed in 
quintuplicate. 

Dated: February 13,1962. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1655; Filed, Feb. 16. 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Coast Guard 

[CGFR 62-1] 

EQUIPMENT, INSTALLATIONS, OR 
MATERIALS 

Approval and Termination of 
Approval Notice 

1. Various items of lifesaving, fire¬ 
fighting, and miscellaneous equipment, 
installations, and materials used on 
merchant vessels subject to Coast Guard 
inspection or on certain motorboats and 
other pleasure craft are required by law 
and various regulations in 46 CFR Chap¬ 
ter I to be of types approved by the 
Commandant, United States Coast 
Guard. The procedures governing the 
granting of approvals, and the cancella¬ 
tion, termination or withdrawal of ap¬ 
provals are set forth in 46 CFR 2.75-1 to 

2.75- 50, inclusive. For certain types of 
equipment, installations, and materials, 
specific specifications have been pre¬ 
scribed by the Commandant and are 
published in 46 CFR Parts 160 to 164, 
inclusive (Subchapter Q—Specifica¬ 
tions), and detailed procedures for ob¬ 
taining approvals are also described 
therein. 

2. The Commandant’s approval of a 
specific item is intended to provide a 
control over its quality. Therefore, such 
approval applies only to the item con¬ 
structed or installed in accordance with 
the applicable requirements and the de¬ 
tails described in the specific approval. 
If a specific item when manufactured 
does not comply with the details in the 
approval, then such item is not con¬ 
sidered to have the Commandant’s ap¬ 
proval, and the certificate of approval 
issued to the manufacturer does not 
apply to such modified item. For ex¬ 
ample, if an item is manufactured with 
changes in design or material not pre¬ 
viously approved, the approval does not 
apply to such modified item. 

3. After a manufacturer has sub¬ 
mitted satisfactory evidence that a par¬ 
ticular item complies with the appli¬ 
cable laws and regulations, a Certificate 
of Approval (Form CGHQ-10030) will be 
issued to the manufacturer certifying 
that the item specified complies with the 
applicable laws and regulations and 
approval is given, which will be in effect 
for a period of 5 years from the date 
given unless sooner canceled or sus¬ 
pended by proper authority. 

4. The purpose of this document is to 
notify all concerned that certain ap¬ 
provals were granted and terminations 
of approvals were made, as described in 
this document, during the period from 
December 1, 1961, to December 22, 1961. 
These actions were taken in accordance 
with procedures set forth in 46 CFR 

2.75- 1 to 2.75-50, inclusive. 

5. The delegations of authority for 
the Coast Guard’s actions with respect 
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to approvals may be found in Treasury 
Department Orders 120, dated July 31, 
1950 (15 F.R. 6521), 167-14, dated No¬ 
vember 26, 1954 (19 F.R. 8026), 167-15, 
dated January 3, 1955 (20 F.R. 840), 167- 
20, dated June 18, 1956 (21 F.R. 4894), 
CGFR 56-28, dated July 24, 1956 (21 F.R. 
5659), or 167-38, dated October 26, 1959 
(24 F.R. 8857), and the statutory author¬ 
ity may be found in R.S. 4405, as 
amended 4462, as amended, 4488, as 
amended, 4491, as amended, secs. 1, 2, 49 
Stat. 1544, as amended, sec. 17, 54 Stat. 
166, as amended, sec. 3, 54 Stat. 346, as 
amended, sec. 3, 70 Stat. 152 (46 U.S.C. 
375, 416, 481, 489, 367, 526p, 1333, 390b), 
sec. 4(e), 67 Stat. 462 (43 U.S.C. 1333 
(e)), or sec. 3(c), 68 Stat. 675 (50 U.S.C. 
198), and implementing regulations in 
46 CFR Chapter I or 33 CFR Chapter I. 

6. In Part I of this document are listed 
the approvals granted which shall be in 
effect for a period of 5 years from the 
dates granted, unless sooner canceled or 
suspended by proper authority. 

7. In Part II of this document are 
listed the approvals which have been 
terminated. Notwithstanding this ter¬ 
mination of approvals of the items of 
equipment as listed in Part II such 
equipment may be used so long as such 
equipment is in good and serviceable 
condition. 

Part I —Approvals of Equipment, In¬ 
stallations, or Materials 

LIFEBOATS 

Approval No. 160.035/397/1, 24.0' x 8.0' 
x 3.5' fibrous glass reinforced plastic, 
motor-propelled lifeboat without radio 
cabin (Class B), 37-person capacity, 
identified by general arrangement Dwg. 
No. P-24-1B, Alt. C, dated August 12, 
1959 (gasoline engine), or general ar¬ 
rangement Dwg. No. P-24-1D, Alt. C, 
dated December 7, 1961 (diesel engine), 
manufactured by Marine Safety Equip¬ 
ment Corp., Point Pleasant Beach, New 
Jersey, effective December 20, 1961. (It 
supersedes Appr. No. 160.035/397/0 dated 
December 17, 1959.) 

Approval No. 160.035/421/0, 30.0' x 
10.0' x 4.33' aluminum, hand-propelled 
lifeboat, 78-person capacity, identified 
by general arrangement Dwg. No. 30-4, 
rev. B, dated August 9, 1961, manufac¬ 
tured by Marine Safety Equipment Corp., 
Point Pleasant Beach, New Jersey, ef¬ 
fective December 1, 1961. 

Buoyant Vests, Kapok or Fibrous Glass, 
Adult and Child 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A, 1, or 2 not carrying passengers 
for hire. 

Approval No. 160.047/523/0, Type I, 
Model AK-1, adult kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by Ero Manufacturing 
Co., McKinney, Texas; Crystal Lake, 
Illinois; and Hazelhurst, Georgia; for 
S. H. Barton and Co., 4910 South Ver¬ 


mont Avenue, Los Angeles 37, Calif, i 
effective December 12, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/524/0, Type I, 
Model CKM-1, child kapok buoyant vest. 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047! 
manufactured by Ero Manufacturing 
Co., McKinney, Texas; Crystal Lake. 
Illinois; and Hazelhurst, Georgia; forS. 
H. Barton and Co., 4910 South Vermont 
Avenue, Los Angeles 37, Calif., effective 
December 12, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/527/0, Type I, 
Model CKM-1, child kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for H. Wensel 
Tent and Duck Co., 2200 South Hanley 
Road, St. Louis 17, Missouri, effective 
December 15, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/528/0, Type I, 
Model CKS—1 child kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for H. Wenzel 
Tent and Duck Co., 2200 South Hanley 
Road, St. Louis 17, Missouri, effective 
December 15, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/529/0, Type I. 
Model AK-1, adult kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047. 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for Sears, 
Roebuck and Co.; 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago 7, Illinois, effective De¬ 
cember 12, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/530/0, Type I. 
Model CKM-1, child kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for Sears, 
Roebuck and Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago 7, Illinois, effective De¬ 
cember 15, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.047/531/0, Type I, 
Model CKS-1, child kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for Sears, Roe¬ 
buck and Co., 925 South Homan Avenue, 
Chicago 7, Ill., effective December lo. 
1961. 


BUOYANT CUSHIONS, KAPOK OR FIBROUS 
GLASS 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A, 1, or 2 not carrying passengers 
hire. 


Approval No. 160.048/212/0, Gi 
ipproval for rectangular and trapezoia 
capok buoyant cushions, U.S.C.G. bP 
ication Subpart 160.048, sizes 
veights of kapok filling to be P 

rable 160.048-4(0 (lHD.manufactmea 

>y Ero Manufacturing Co., Mc , K U£ , 7P i ’ 
rexas; Crystal Lake, Illinois; andH ro 
lurst, Georgia, for S. H. Barton a " 
1910 South Vermont Avenue, Los Ang 
17, Calif., effective December V. 2> j 

Approval No. 160.048/213/0, P 

tpprovalforl5"xl5"x2''r^ta^ 

capok buoyant cushions, 20-oz- ^g 
J.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 
nanufactured by Hawthorn F j 
?o., New Haven, Missouri, for H. w 
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Tent and Duck Co., 2200 South Hanley 
Road, St. Louis 17, Missouri, effective 
December 15, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.048/214/0, Special 
approval for 14" x 17" x 2" rectangular, 
ribbed-type kapok buoyant cushion, 21- 
oz. kapok, Dwg. HFC-BC-1, dated No¬ 
vember 27, 1961, manufactured by Haw¬ 
thorn Finishing Co., New Haven, 
Missouri, for H. Wenzel Tent and Duck 
Co., 2200 South Hanley Road, St. Louis 
17, Missouri, effective December 15, 1961. 

Approval No. 160.048/215/0, Special 
approval for 15" x 15" x 2" rectangular 
kapok buoyant cushions, 20-oz. kapok, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.048, 
manufactured by Hawthorn Finishing 
Co., New Haven, Missouri, for Sears, Roe¬ 
buck and Co., 925 South Homan Avenue, 
Chicago 7, Illinois, effective December 15, 
1961. 

Approval No. 160.048/216/0, Special 
approval for 14" x 17" x 2" rectangular, 
ribbed-type kapok buoyant cushion, 21- 
oz. kapok, Dwg. No. HFC-BC-1, dated 
November 27, 1961, manufactured by 
Hawthorn Finishing Co., New Haven, 
Missouri, for Sears, Roebuck and Co., 
925 South Homan Avenue, Chicago 7, 
Illinois, effective December 15, 1961. 

buoyant cushions, unicellular plastic 

FOAM 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A, 1, or 2 not carrying passengers for 


Approval No. 160.049/34/1, Group ap¬ 
proval for rectangular and trapezoidal 
unicellular plastic foam buoyant cush- 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 
160.049, sizes to be as per Table 160.049- 
4(c)(1), manufactured by Texstar Plas¬ 
hes, lio Manufacturing Street, Dallas 7, 
Texas, and 115 East Brackenridge, Fort 
wayne, Indiana, effective December 12, 
JJ® 1 - (It supersedes Approval No. 
160.049/34/1 dated October 24, 1960, to 
snow change of name and address of 
manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.049/43/0, Group ap- 
? or rectan 8ular and trapezoidal 
unicellular plastic foam buoyant cush- 
25®’ U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.- 
fMm ZeS t0 be as *** Table 160.049-4 
tnvir^ ’/Manufactured by Ero Manufac- 

tivp n C ° M Crystal Lake, Illinois, effec¬ 
tive December 21, 1961. 

fire protective systems 

VKno? r0Val No - 161 -002/4/0. Audible and 
tem smoke detecting sys- 

Wirir!f°r.? ESDS_1 (General Schematic 
sistW g ^ > « agram . Dwg - No - 93615), con- 
Contmi r/'f ma ^ or components, viz: (1) 
Dwg Nn U <^^ Smoke Detec tor Cabinet, 
Dwg N n 9 1 (2) Engineroom Alarm, 

Zf ci I°' 83865: (3 > Wheelhouse An- 
tonciator pane!, Dwg . No> 94280 . (4) 

and (5 S ) o.'? n . Bl0wer ’ Dwg. No. 94180; 
No smoif. Alr Direction Valve, Dwg. 
Co' Newavi r I S anUf ? 0tured by Eyr-Eyter 
Newark i M a ? Ch ° ffice ' PO - Box 75 °- 
ber 5 i96i N ® W JerSey ’ effective Decem- 

lephone systems, sound powered 

^weredteipnh 0 ' 181 -005/3/3, Sound 
telephone station assembly, se¬ 


lective ringing, common talking, 8 and 
17 stations maximum, waterproof, Dwg. 
No. 70-526, Alt. 5, dated May 22, 1959, 
manufactured by Henschel Corp., Ames- 
bury, Massachusetts, effective December 
12, 1961. (It supersedes Appr. No. 

161.005/3/2 dated December 31, 1958.) 

SAFETY VALVES (POWER BOILERS) 

Approval No. 162.001/194/1, Style 
HNP-MS-35-6 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
900 p.s.i., maximum temperature 650° F., 
Dwg. No. D-40015-2, approved for sizes 
iy 2 " and 2", manufactured by Crosby 
Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, effective December 22, 1961. 
(It supersedes Appr. No. 162.001/194/0 
dated December 31, 1958, to include 2" 
size.) 

FLAME ARRESTERS, BACKFIRE (FOR 
CARBURETORS) 

Approval No. 162.015/19/2, Model No. 
B175-16 backfire flame arrester for car¬ 
buretors, Dwg. No. B175-16, revision A, 
dated May 21, 1954, manufactured by 
Zenith Carburetor Division, Bendix Avia¬ 
tion Corp., 696 Hart Avenue, Detroit 14, 
Michigan, effective December 4, 1961. 
(It is an extension of Appr. No. 162.015/ 
19/2 dated December 4, 1956.) 

Approval No. 162.015/50/0, Model No. 
2-3-87 backfire flame arrester for car¬ 
buretors, Dwg. No. F-1124, Flame Ar¬ 
rester, Marine, dated September 13,1961, 
manufactured by Fisher Industries, 1625 
West Maple Road, Troy, Michigan, ef¬ 
fective December 21,1961. 

Approval No. 162.015/51/0, Model No. 
4-4-87 backfire flame arrester for carbu¬ 
retors, Dwg. No. F-1124, Flame Arrester, 
Marine, dated September 13, 1961, manu¬ 
factured by Fisher Industries, 1625 West 
Maple Road, Troy, Michigan, effective 
December 21,1961. 

Approval No. 162.015/52/0, Model No. 
4-4-125 backfire flame arrester for car¬ 
buretors, Dwg. No. F-1124, Flame Ar¬ 
rester, Marine, dated September 13,1961, 
manufactured by Fisher Industries, 1625 
West Maple Road, Troy, Michigan, effec¬ 
tive December 21,1961. 

Approval No. 162.015/53/0, Model No. 
4-5-125 backfire flame arrester for car¬ 
buretors, Dwg. No. F-1124, Flame Ar¬ 
rester, Marine, dated September 13,1961, 
manufactured by Fisher Industries, 1625 
West Maple Road, Troy, Michigan, ef¬ 
fective December 21,1961. 

APPLIANCES, LIQUEFIED PETROLEUM GAS 
CONSUMING 

Approval No. 162.020/143/0, Model No. 
MCG 11-2 counter type deep fat fryer for 
liquefied petroleum gas service, approved 
by the American Gas Association, Inc. 
under Certificate No. 13-( 17-2.0 and 
-4.0) .001, manufactured by Anetsberger 
Brothers, Inc., Northbrook, Illinois, ef¬ 
fective December 21,1961. 

FIRE EXTINGUISHING SYSTEMS, FOAM TYPE 

Approval No. 162.033/1/0, National 
Aer-O-Foam Marine Foam Fire Extin¬ 


guishing Systems with 6 percent Foam 
Liquids, Instruction Sheet No. 620A re¬ 
vised September 11, 1961, manufactured 
by National Foam System, Inc., Union 
and Adams Streets, West Chester, Penn¬ 
sylvania, effective December 12, 1961. 
(It supersedes unnumbered approval 
(File JJ/162.021/National Foam) dated 
August 16, 1960.) 

Part II —Terminations of Approval of 
Equipment, Installations, or Materials 

BUOYANT CUSHIONS, KAPOK OR FIBROUS 
GLASS 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A, l, or 2 not carrying passengers for 
hire. 

Termination of Approval No. 160.048/ 
111/0, Group approval for rectangular 
and trapezoidal kapok buoyant cushions, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.048, 
sizes and weights of kapok filling to be as 
per Table 160.048-4(c) (1) (i), manufac¬ 
tured by Ben-Sun Products Corp., 527 
North Eighth Street, Philadelphia 23, 
Pa., for Flote-Rite Corp., Eighth and 
Spring Garden Streets, Philadelphia 23, 
Pa., effective December 21, 1961. (Ap¬ 
proved Federal Register March 25, 1958. 
Terminated December 21, 1961. Item no 
longer manufactured.) 

FLAME ARRESTERS, BACKFIRE (FOR 
CARBURETORS) 

Termination of Approval No. 162.015/ 
38/0, Model No. 9300508 backfire flame 
arrester for carburetors, Dwg. No. 
9300508, flame arrester assembly, dated 
November 11, 1958, and Dwg. No. SK- 
9300811-1, flame arrester assembly dated 
January 28, 1959, manufactured by 

Purolator Products, Inc., 3927 Fourth 
Street, Wayne, Michigan, effective De¬ 
cember 21, 1961. (Approved Federal 
Register June 21, 1960. Terminated De¬ 
cember 21, 1961. Item contained in 
larger component.) 

Dated: February 12, 1962. 

[seal] A. C. Richmond, 

Admiral, 

U.S. Coast Guard Commandant. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1589; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

BUREAU OF COMMERCIAL 
FISHERIES 

Testimony of Government Employees 

February 13, 1962. 

The regulations issued herein are 
based on the authority of the Director, 
Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, to issue 
such regulations. The requirements 
herein set forth apply as a portion of 
the directives system of the Bureau of 
Commercial Fisheries. Such material 
follows the format of the Bureau’s man¬ 
ual and is to be included therein. Ma¬ 
terial that relates solely to internal 
management has not been included. 
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Series 2000— Administration 
• * * * • 
Title 2300— Personnel 
***** 

Chapter 2310—Policy and Delegations of 
Authority 

***** 

2311.1 Policy. It is the policy of the Di¬ 
rector, Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, 
to delegate to Regional and Area Di¬ 
rectors, and such others as are specified 
in this delegation, all authority neces¬ 
sary for carrying out the responsibilities 
of their offices. Such delegation of au¬ 
thority is subject to review by persons 
authorized to make such review. 

2311.2 Testimony of employees. 43 
CFR 2.20 requires written approval from 
the head of the Bureau, or his designee, 
before any employee of the Department 
of the Interior may testify concerning 
matters relating to the business of the 
government. The section contains re¬ 
quirements for the submission of affi¬ 
davit requests by parties desiring the 
testimony. Some attorneys outside the 
Federal service may not be familiar with 
this requirement. Requests for testi¬ 
mony generally come on extremely short 
notice and it is felt that fewer delays 
will be entailed by delegating the author¬ 
ity included in 43 CFR 2.20 to those 
offices having the greatest need for such 
authority. 

Consultation with the nearest Regional 
or Field Solicitor’s office is suggested 
prior to the granting of permission. 
When the Regional or Area Director is 
of the opinion that a request should be 
denied, the request must be forwarded 
to the Director with an appropriate rec¬ 
ommendation. 

2311.3 Delegation. The Chief, Division 
of Administration and Regional and 
Area Directors are severally authorized, 
unless specifically excepted to the ex¬ 
tent stated in each case or in section 
2411.4, Limitations, to exercise the au¬ 
thority of the Director with respect to 
administrative matters concerning the 
granting of written approval for em¬ 
ployees to testify as set forth in section 
2311.2 herein. 

2311.4 Limitations, (a) Where requests 
may be made for the Chief, Division of 
Administration or Regional or Area Di¬ 
rectors to testify, written authority must 
be obtained in each such instance from 
the Director, Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries. 

(b) The foregoing authorization shall 
be exercised in strict conformity with 
applicable laws, regulations, policies and 
administrative procedures. 

Charles Butler, 
Acting Director. 

[PR. Doc. 62-1633; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

PUBLIC LANDS; MONTANA, NORTH 
DAKOTA, AND SOUTH DAKOTA 

Modification of Moratorium on Appli¬ 
cations and Petitions 

1. Pursuant to the authority granted 
to the Secretary of the Interior by sec¬ 
tions 453 and 2478 of the Revised Stat¬ 
utes (43 U.S.C. 2 and 1201), as amended 
and otherwise, the moratorium on appli¬ 
cations and petitions directed by the 
Secretary of the Interior on February 14, 

1961, and published on page 1382 of the 
Federal Register for February 16, 1961, 
is hereby modified to exclude from its 
provisions public lands in the States of 
Montana, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota. 

2. Beginning at 10:00 a.m., on March 1, 

1962, the Manager of the land office at 
the Crum-McKinnon Bldg., 1245 North 
29th Street, Billings, Montana, who has 
jurisdiction over public lands in the 
States of Montana, North Dakota, and 
South Dakota, will resume, pursuant and 
subject to the regulations in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, the re¬ 
ceipt of petitions for classification and 
applications for rights and privileges, 
acceptance of which was temporarily 
suspended by the moratorium referred 
to in section 1 of this Order. 

Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

February 13, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1642; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 
KANSAS 


Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321(a) of Pub¬ 
lic Law 87-128 (7 U.S.C. 1961) it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter 
named counties in the State of Kansas 
natural disasters have caused a need for 
agricultural credit not readily available 
from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 


Chautauqua. 

Cherokee. 

Coffey. 

Cowley. 

Crawford. 

Elk. 

Greenwood. 


Kansas 

Labette. 

Leavenworth. 

Montgomery. 

Neosho. 

Wilson. 

Woodson. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after 
December 31, 1962, except to applicants 
who previously received emergency or 
special livestock loan assistance and who 


can qualify under established policies 
and procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of February 1962. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1645; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


NORTH DAKOTA 

Designation of Area for Emergency 
Loans 

For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321(a) of Pub¬ 
lic Law 87-128 (7 U.S.C. 1961) it has been 
determined that in Richland County, 
North Dakota, natural disasters have 
caused a need for agricultural credit not 
readily available from commercial banks, 
cooperative lending agencies, or other 
responsible sources. 

Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named county after June 30, 
1962, except to applicants who previously 
received emergency or special livestock 
loan assistance and who can qualify 
under established policies and proce¬ 
dures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of February 1962. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1646; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m ] 


DEPARTMENT DF COMMERCE 

Great Lakes Pilotage Administration 
PILOTAGE POOL 

Notice of Application for 
Establishment 

Notice is hereby given that application 
has been filed under § 401.310 of the 
Great Lakes Pilotage Regulations 
CFR Part 401) by the St. Lawrence Sea¬ 
way Pilots’ Association, 182 Main Stiee , 
Massena, New York, a voluntary ^soc^' 
tion of United States registered phots, 
for authorization to establish a pilotag 
pool at Cape Vincent, New York. 

The Association proposes to prow| 
such arrangements and facilities as ih*y 
be necessary or desirable for the effici 
dispatching of vessels and rendering 
pilotage services. Cape Vincent is - 
cated in District 1 of the United St 
waters of the Great Lakes designated w 
the President in a Proclamation d 
December 22, 1960 as being thos . 

which registered vessels of the U 
States and foreign vessels will oe J 
quired to have in their service a 
States or. a Canadian registered pi • 

The application is on file with t 
ministrator of the Great Lakes P 
Administration for public msp lica . 
Protests to the granting of the app 
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tion, together with requests for hearing 
if desired, may be submitted in writing 
to the Administrator, Great Lakes Pilot¬ 
age Administration, Department of 
Commerce, Washington 25, D.C. within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. 

Dated: February 9, 1962. 


5. Name of private employer: Western 
Electric Company, Inc., 195 Broadway, 
New York 7, N.Y. 

Carlton Hayward, 
Director of Personnel. 

January 30, 1962. 

Statement of Financial Interests 


A. T. Meschter, 
Administrator, 

Great Lakes Pilotage Administration. 

[FB. Doc. 62-1707; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
9:12 a.m.] 


Maritime Administration 
FARRELL LINES INC. 


Notice of Application 

Notice is hereby given that Farrell 
Lines Incorporated has filed an applica¬ 
tion for continuation of a waiver under 
the provisions of section 804 of the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to 
permit Farrell Lines Incorporated to 
operate its two feeder services on the 
West Coast of Africa, one at Monrovia, 
Liberia, and one at Lagos, Nigeria, with 
owned feeder vessels registered under the 
Liberian flag. The operations do not 
include the booking of cargo or passen¬ 
gers for foreign flag vessels. 

Any person, firm or corporation hav¬ 
ing an interest in such Application who 
desires to offer views and comments 
thereon for consideration by the Mari¬ 
time Administrator should submit same 
in writing, in triplicate, to the Secre¬ 
tary, Maritime Administration, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., by the close of business 
February 28, 1962. The Maritime Ad¬ 
ministrator will consider these views and 
take such action with respect thereto as 
may be deemed appropriate. 

Dated: February 14, 1962. 


By order of the Maritime Adminis¬ 
trator. 


James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F,R - Doc. 62-1662; Piled, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
ROBERT F. EHINGER 

R e P°rt of Appointment and Statement 
of Financial Interests 

offc ap P°i n tment and statement 
7l0fhwft! al i^ erests re( l uir ed by section 
of lqsn 6 0t the Defen se Production Act 
1 iyo 0 , as amended. 

Report of Appointment 

inger Name ° f appoin tee: Robert P. Eh- 

CommM-pi° y i n8 - agency: Department of 
^ Administration “* Defeme SerV ' 
1962. Date ° f app °intment: February 7, 

for Mohni^£ osition: Assistant Director 
Mons industries Planning ’ Communica- 


6. Names of any corporations of which 
the appointee is an officer or director or 
within 60 days preceding appointment 
has been an officer or director, or in 
which the appointee owns or within 60 
days preceding appointment has owned 
any stocks, bonds, or other financial in¬ 
terests; any partnerships in which the 
appointee is, or within 60 days preceding 
appointment was, a partner; and any 
other businesses in which the appointee 
owns, or within 60 days preceding ap¬ 
pointment has owned, any similar 
interest. 

American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 

Bank deposits. 

Western Electric Co. 

Robert F. Ehinger. 

February 9, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1654; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Office of the Secretary 

[Secretary’s Order No. 11-611 

CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS 
Delegation of Authority 

1. Purpose. The purpose of this order 
is to delegate authority relating to the 
release and authentication of originals 
and copies of correspondence, reports, 
publications, and other documents from 
the files of the Department of Labor. 

2. Authority . Act of March 4, 1913 
(37 Stat. 736, 5 U.S.C. 611), R.S. 161 (5 
U.S.C. 22), and Reorganization Plan No. 
6 of 1950 (15 F.R. 3174, 64 Stat. 1263, 5 
U.S.C. 611, Note). 

3. Directives affected. General Order 
No. 72 (Revised), published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on April 17, 1954 (19 F.R. 
2234) is hereby superseded and canceled. 

4. Delegation of authority —(a) The 
Solicitor of Labor. The Solicitor of La¬ 
bor is authorized to perform the func¬ 
tions of the Secretary under § 2.9, Title 
29, Code of Federal Regulations, relating 
to requests for withdrawal of originals 
and copies of documents. 

(b) The Administrative Assistant Sec¬ 
retary. The Administrative Assistant 
Secretary and officers acting in that ca¬ 
pacity are designated Authentication 
Officers of the Department of Labor. 
They are authorized to ,sign and issue 
certifications of authentication under 
the seal of the Department of Labor pur¬ 
suant to § 2.10, Title 29, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

(c) Delegations of authority to officers 
other than those designated in section 4 
b. of this order may be made by the 
Administrative Assistant Secretary in 
order to accomplish more effectively the 
purpose of this order. , 
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5. Action requirements. The Adminis¬ 
trative Assistant Secretary shall develop 
and issue any procedural instructions 
that may be required for implementing 
this order. 

6. Effective date. This order is effec¬ 
tive immediately and will remain in effect 
for four years unless canceled or super¬ 
seded earlier. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 22d 
day of November 1961. 

Arthur J. Goldberg, 
Secretary of Labor. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1643; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Secretary’s Order No. 12-61] 

AUTHENTICATION OF MATERIALS 
FROM FILES 

Delegation of Authority 

1. Purpose. This order delegates au¬ 
thority to sign and issue certifications 
of authentication under the seal of the 
Department of Labor and prescribes pro¬ 
cedures to be followed in exercising the 
authority. 

2. Directives affected. This order 
implements Secretary’s Order No. 11-61 
of November 22, 1961 which designated 
the Administrative Assistant Secretary 
and officials acting in that capacity as 
Authentication Officers of the Depart¬ 
ment of Labor. The order authorizes 
the Administrative Assistant Secretary 
to make delegations of authority to offi¬ 
cers other than those named in the 
order, and to develop and issue any pro¬ 
cedural instructions that may be required 
for implementing the order. 

3. Delegation of authority. The fol¬ 
lowing officers are designated Authenti¬ 
cation Officers of the Department of 
Labor. They are authorized to sign and 
issue certifications of authentication 
under the seal of the Department of 
Labor pursuant to § 2.10, Title 29, Code 
of Federal Regulations. In the event an 
Authentication Officer is the custodian of 
a document which is to be authenticated, 
the certification of authentication shall 
not be made by such officer but the certif¬ 
ication may be made by any other Au¬ 
thentication Officer designated by or 
pursuant to Secretary’s Order No. 11-61. 

(a) Chief, Division of Administrative 
Management, Office of the Administra¬ 
tive Assistant Secretary. 

(b) Deputy Director, Office of Inter¬ 
national Personnel and Management, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs. 

(c) Administrative Officer, Office of 
the Solicitor. 

(d) Chief, Division of Management 
Services, Bureau of Apprenticeship and 
Training. 

(e) Administrative Officer, Office of 
Administrative Management, Bureau of 
Employees’ Compensation. 

(f) Chief, Division of Management Ap¬ 
praisal and Business Administration, 
Bureau of Employment Security. 

(g) Administrative Officer, Office of 
the Assistant Commissioner for Manage¬ 
ment, Bureau of Labor-Management 
Reports. 
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(h) Chief, Branch of Management 
Services, Bureau of Labor Standards. 

(i) Deputy Commissioner for Manage¬ 
ment, Office of Management, Bureau of 
Labor Statistics. 

(j) Deputy Director, Bureau of Vet¬ 
erans’ Reemployment Rights. 

(k) Chief, Office of Administrative 
Management, Wage and Hour and Public 
Contracts Divisions. 

(l) Deputy Director, Women’s Bureau. 

4. Records Authentication Certificate. 
General Form No. 126, Records Authenti¬ 
cation Certificate, is prescribed for use 
in implementing this order. 

5. Action requirements, (a) Requisi¬ 
tions for dies of the Department of Labor 
seal may be submitted to the Chief, Divi¬ 
sion of Administrative Management, Of¬ 
fice of the Administrative Assistant 
Secretary. 

(b) Requests for delegation of author¬ 
ity to officers other than those named 
in this order will be considered by the 
Administrative Assistant Secretary. 

(c) Copies of General Form No. 126 
should be requisitioned from the Division 
of Administrative Management, Office of 
the Administrative Assistant Secretary. 

6. Effective date. This order is effec¬ 
tive immediately. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of November 1961. 

James E. Dodson, 
Administrative Assistant Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 62-1644; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-192] 

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS 

Notice of Issuance of Construction 
Permit 

Please take notice that no request for 
a formal hearing having been filed fol¬ 
lowing the publication of notice of the 
proposed action in the Federal Register, 
the Atomic Energy Commision has is¬ 
sued Construction Permit No. CPRR-70 
authorizing The University of Texas to 
construct a TRIGA Mark I nuclear reac¬ 
tor on the University’s campus in Austin, 
Texas. 

The permit as issued was set forth in 
the Notice of Proposed Issuance of Con¬ 
struction Permit published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register January 24, 1962, 27 FR 
701. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 12th 
day of February 1962. 

For The Atomic Energy Commission. 

Edson G. Case, 

Acting Chief, Test and Power 
Reactor Safety Branch, Divi¬ 
sion of Licensing and Regula¬ 
tion. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1626; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 50-1] 

ARMOUR RESEARCH FOUNDATION 

OF ILLINOIS INSTITUTE OF TECH¬ 
NOLOGY 

Notice of Issuance of Facility License 
Amendment 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued Amend¬ 
ment No. 3 to Facility License No. R-3. 
This amendment authorizes the Armour 
Research Foundation of Illinois Insti¬ 
tute of Technology, Chicago, Illinois, to 
utilize a concentration reduction factor 
of 10 for radioactive argon and fission 
product noble gases released as stack 
effluent in connection with the operation 
of the Armour Research Reactor. 

The Commission has found that oper¬ 
ation of the facility in accordance with 
the license, as amended, will not present 
undue hazard to the health and safety 
of the public and will not be inimical to 
the common defense and security. 

The Commission has further found 
that prior public notice of proposed is¬ 
suance of this amendment is not neces¬ 
sary since operation of the facility in 
accordance with the license, as amended, 
would not present any substantial change 
in the hazards to the public from those 
already considered acceptable in con¬ 
nection with the previously approved 
operation of this facility. 

In accordance with the Commission’s 
rules of practice (10 CFR Part 2), the 
Commission will direct the holding of a 
formal hearing on the matter of issuance 
of the license amendment upon receipt 
of a request therefor from the licensee 
or an intervener within thirty (30) days 
after the issuance of the license amend¬ 
ment. Petitions for leave to intervene 
and requests for a formal hearing shall 
be filed by mailing a copy to the Office of 
the Secretary, Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., or by delivery 
of a copy in person to the Office of the 
Secretary, Germantown, Maryland or the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

For further details, see (1) the ap¬ 
plication for license amendment dated 
December 14, 1960, and letters dated 
June 2, 1961, and December 11, 1961, 
from the Armour Research Foundation, 
and (2) a hazards analysis prepared by 
the Division of Licensing and Regulation, 
both on file at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. A copy of item (2) 
above may be obtained at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, or upon 
request addressed to the Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., At¬ 
tention: Director, Division of Licensing 
and Regulation. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 12th 
day of February 1962. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Edson G. Case, 

Assistant Director for Facilities 
Licensing, Division of Licens¬ 
ing and Regulation. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1625; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 13394 etc.; Order E-18015) 

FRONTIER AIRLINES, INC., ET AL. 


Order Instituting Investigations 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 13th day of February 1962. 

In the matter of the Frontier Airlines, 
Inc., Docket 13394, “Use It or Lose It” 
Investigation as to certain points on 
Route 73; In the matter of the applica¬ 
tion of Frontier Airlines, Inc., and North 
Central Airlines, Inc., Docket 12849, for 
approval of an agreement for the trans¬ 
fer of certain route authority; In the 
matter of the investigation of Frontier 
Airlines, Inc., and North Central Air¬ 
lines, Inc., Docket 13395, agreement for 
transfer of certain route authority; 
In the matter of the application of 
Western Air Lines, Inc., Docket 12995, 
for the deletion of Lewistown, Montana, 
from its certificate for Route 28. 

In the Seven States Area Investiga¬ 
tion (Order E-13254, December 8,1958), 
the Board made extensive route awards 
and subjected them to the “Use It Or 
Lose It” policy, which was simultane¬ 
ously adopted. This policy contem¬ 
plated an early reassessment of the 
traffic response to the newly authorized 


services in order to determine whether 
sufficient use was being made of them 
to warrant their continuation. The 
Board specifically set a minimum stand¬ 
ard of use which required that each city, 
whether certificated on a temporary or 
an indefinite basis, originate an average 
of five passengers daily for the twelve 
months following the initial six months 
of service, and indicated that it would, 
in the absence of unusual or compelling 
circumstances, institute a formal investi¬ 
gation to determine whether a city 
should lose its air service for lack of use 
in the event it does not meet the stand¬ 
ard. Further, the Board stated that it 
would similarly reassess the traffic re¬ 
sults on each route segment for the same 
twelve months period. The minimum 
standard in this regard required an aver¬ 
age passenger load of seven passenger 
per flight during the trial period, ana 
provided that an inadequate traffic re¬ 
sponse on any segment would result i 
the institution of appropriate proceea- 
ings to determine whether the subjec 
segment should be suspended or delete • 
In addition, with respect to those seg¬ 
ments experiencing average P^f 8611 ^ 
loads ranging between five and se 
passengers per flight, it was P r0 ^ H 
that formal proceedings looking tow 
the termination of service would oe » 
stituted, except in those situations 
which unusual circumstances such as 
treme isolation or national defense n 
may dictate the contrary. 

Subsequent to the Seven States t-as . 
and in order to properly and ad^*:. 
implement the “Use It or Lose It P° ’ 
the Board adopted a regulation b 
required local service carriers to py 
to the Board on a monthly basi 
passenger loads on all flights o 
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route segment of their respective sys¬ 
tems. 1 

In Orders E-14170, July 2, 1959; 
E-14385, July 29, 1959; E-14460, Septem¬ 
ber 15, 1959, and E-14714, December 4, 
1959, the Board decided the Montana 
Area Local Service Case, and the certifi¬ 
cates of the carriers who received awards 
therein became effective September 15, 
1959 (except for Sidney, Montana on 
segment 15 which became effective 
February 4, 1960), subject to the “Use 
It or Lose It” policy enunciated in the 
Seven States Case. Pertinent traffic data 
for the full trial period is now available. 
Consequently, we are in a position to 
proceed pursuant to our announced 
policy. 

We have carefully examined the traffic 
data filed by Frontier Airlines, Inc. 
(Frontier), with respect to that portion 
of its post-Montana Case system not in¬ 
volved in current proceedings. These 
materials are reflected in part in the 
Appendices, 1 * and we find that an in¬ 
vestigation should be instituted with 
respect to the points and segments set 
forth below to determine whether they 
should be deleted from Frontier’s certifi¬ 
cate in the light of the use made of the 
various services and, as will appear be¬ 
low, whether or not some of them should 
be served by another carrier as a result 
of an acceptable route transfer. 

As indicated above, and as shown in 
the appendices, 1 * the following cities 
and segments served on Frontier’s route 
73 have not met the standards as to 
traffic set by the “Use It or Lose it’’ 
policy. lb Points averaging less than 5 
originated passengers per day: 

Glasgow, Mont. 

Glendive, Mont. 

Great Palls, Mont. 

Havre, Mont. 

Idaho Palls, Idaho. 

Lewistown, Mont. 

Miles City, Mont. 

Rawlins, Wyo. 

Sidney, Mont. 

Williston, N. Dak. 

Wolf Point, Mont. 


Segments, or portions thereof, ex- 
peiiencing average passenger loads below 
passengers per flight: Segments 9 , 15, 
t”’, ancl segment 7 between Riverton- 
Lander and Idaho Falls. 

In Order E-16710, dated April 24, 1961, 
tpw * 5 that “traffic considerations 
tt? Springs, Wyoming, and 
timn a1, wil1 be deferred until such 
aSo t the awai *ds made in the Montana 
mm* w al Service Case, Docket 6293, 
a****? 115 tor review, since Rock 
se P S* a » d Vernal are on segment 7 and 
7 traffic considerations have 
in tha ef ifi Ted we review the awards 
cL th J Vl0 . ntana Case -” Also in that 
^Fronti er (Seven States) “Use It 

ber^^Qca’ Amendment 13, effective Novem- 
effectivA A, Amendment 1 to Part 241, 

nation datoulSL 1, 19 . 81, Passen g er ori 8*- 
fiied as nart ^ r l previo ^ly required to be 
u fHph „ f the carrie r Form 41 reports. 
lb Order 0f the ori 8 ina l document. 

fedesignat*^*! 613, dated October 19, 1961, 
as H segments 15 and 16 

the former J • By are referred to herein by 
ment of j„ 1 ^ ) 1 1 gna !' lon ** use d in the agree- 
12849. ^ 21 ’ ^961, the subject of Docket 


or Lose It” Investigation, Docket 12078, 
the parties were directed to show cause 
why segments 5 and 7 in Frontier’s cer¬ 
tificate should not be combined, since 
they are presently duplicative in part. 
Because of this overlapping of segments, 
the issue of deletion of Laramie and 
Cheyenne on those segments was not in¬ 
cluded in that case. Upon further 
examination we find that there is much 
duplication of segment 6 with the present 
segments 5 and 7 as well as with the 
proposed realignment. And in addition, 
Vernal-Salt Lake City are on segments 
1, 6 and 7. Because of the service 
pattern offered, it is difficult to segregate 
the traffic between these segments. Be¬ 
cause of the procedural stage of the 
Frontier (Seven States) “Use It or Lose 
It” Investigation, we cannot now con¬ 
sider a consolidation of segment 6 with 
segments 5 and 7, and since segment 1 is 
involved in the Southern Rocky Moun¬ 
tain Area Local Service Case, Docket 
5395, we will defer consideration of the 
issue of deletion of Rock Springs and 
Vernal until a later appropriate pro¬ 
ceeding. 2 

By Orders E-16749, May 1, 1961, and 
E-17063, June 29, 1961, we permitted 
Frontier to (1) temporarily suspend serv¬ 
ice between Jackson, Wyoming, and 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, on segment 7; and 
(2) overfly any or all intermediate points 
on segment 7 flights between Salt Lake 
City, Utah, and Jackson, Wyoming, for 
the period June 1 to September 30 each 
year, these authorizations to expire 90 
days after final decision in a Montana 
Case “Use It or Lose It” Investigation. 
In the latter order we stated that “the 
whole matter of winter service to Jack- 
son will be explored in the afore¬ 
mentioned ‘use it or lose it’ investigation 
and the Board will then be in a position 
to rule on Frontier’s request upon a full 
record.” We will therefore, include as 
an issue in this case, the question of 
whether Frontier should be permitted 
to suspend service between Riverton- 
Lander, Wyoming, and Jackson, Wyo¬ 
ming, on a seasonal basis for the period 
October 1 through May 31 of each year. 3 * * * * * * * 

Many of the same stations and seg¬ 
ments listed above have also come be¬ 
fore us for adjudication in connection 
with a proposal that we approve their 
transfer from Frontier’s system to that 
of North Central Airlines, Inc. (North 
Central). 

On July 26, 1961, a joint application 
was filed by Frontier and North Cen¬ 
tral for approval of an agreement of sale, 
dated July 21, 1961, for transfer by 
Frontier of segments 9, 15, 16, and that 
portion of segment 10 north of Rapid 
City, South Dakota, of its route 73, to 
North Central. Also to be transferred 
to North Central is the station equip¬ 


2 There may also be a similar consideration 
of Riverton-Lander, Lovell-Powell-Cody, and 
Worland. 

3 By Order E-17494, September 22,1961, and 

E-17753, November 22, 1961, we granted 

Frontier permissive authority to suspend 

Jackson-Riverton/Lander service and instead 

to serve Jackson on nonstop flights between 

Billings and Salt Lake City, such authority 

to expire 90 days after decision in the instant 

investigation. 


ment at each of the stations involved. 
The consideration for the transfer is 
the sum of $15,004.49, which is alleged 
to be the book value of the station equip¬ 
ment as of June 30, 1961. The applica¬ 
tion accompanying this agreement has 
been given docket number 12849. 

The representatives of the cities of 
Miles City, Great Falls, Glasgow, Havre, 
Sidney, Minot, Billings, Wolf Point, 
Dickinson, Williston, and Lewistown and 
Bismarck, the South Dakota Aeronau¬ 
tics Commission, and the Montana 
Aeronautics Commission filed communi¬ 
cations with the Board in support of the 
application. 

The applicants allege that the transfer 
is in the public interest since: (1) It 
will result in savings in subsidy to the 
Government of more than $400,000, cal¬ 
culated either in terms of breakeven 
need or the class rate formula; (2) 
operation of the route by North Central 
will convenience more traffic since most 
of the traffic at the points in question, 
according to the Board’s survey, moves in 
an east-west direction, rather than in 
the north-south pattern provided by 
Frontier’s system. North Central can 
provide one carrier service between all 
of the points in question to Fargo and 
Minneapolis; (3) the transfer will elimi¬ 
nate duplicate operations by the two 
carriers at and between Minot and Bis¬ 
marck, and thus reduce costs and sub¬ 
sidy requirements; (4) the transfer will 
give the cities to be transferred which 
are failing to meet the test a further 
opportunity to develop traffic in suffi¬ 
cient quantities to meet “use it or lose 
it” standards. The applicants request 
that the application be disposed of with¬ 
out oral hearing and as promptly as 
possible. 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. (Northwest), 
filed an answer opposing, particularly, 
disposition of the application without a 
hearing. Northwest urges that most of 
the cities have had a full trial period 
since certificated under the “Use It Or 
Lose It” policy, have not met the stand¬ 
ards required, and the question should 
be explored as to whether these cities 
should be served by any carrier. It also 
alleges that the Board found that the 
public convenience and necessity re¬ 
quired that the cities should be served 
on the Frontier system, most of whose 
operations are in a north-south direc¬ 
tion, and that there has never been a 
finding that the public convenience and 
necessity required the east-west pattern 
of service proposed by North Central; 
and that such questions should not be 
decided without a hearing. Northwest 
also urges that the applicants’ forecasts 
of subsidy savings are based on inflated 
estimates and unsound traffic forecasts; 
that even accepting the inflated traffic 
forecasts, it is doubtful that the cities 
would meet the “Use It Or Lose It” 
standards with North Central’s service; 
and that the ex parte representations of 
the applicants are in insufficient basis for 
deciding questions as to the effect of the 
transfer on the subsidy problem. North¬ 
west refers to the fact that the Board 
held formal hearings in the Resort Cer¬ 
tificate Transfer Case, Docket 11610 et 
al.; and the Eastern-Mohawk Transfer 
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Case, Docket 12130, as precedents in¬ 
dicating that the even more complex 
issues present in this case require that a 
full hearing be held. 

West Coast filed an informal com¬ 
munication expressing its continued 
interest in the segment between Great 
Falls and Billings (segment 16) for 
which West Coast applied in the Mon¬ 
tana Local Service Case, Docket 6293, et 
al. It still maintains that Frontier’s 
segment and West Coast’s segment 8 
should be operated as a unit. It con¬ 
tends that it would be unfair to have a 
“Use It Or Lose It” investigation in con¬ 
nection with the award to West Coast of 
its segment 8, also awarded in the Mon¬ 
tana Local Service Case, while deciding 
the instant application without hearing 
and without a “Use It Or Lose It” in¬ 
vestigation, as such a procedure would 
give but a piecemeal and incomplete 
answer to the problem. 

Western Air Lines, Inc. 1Western), on 
August 30, 1961, filed an application. 
Docket 12995, requesting the deletion of 
Lewistown, Montana, from its certificate 
for Route 28. On the same date, it filed 
a motion requesting consolidation of its 
application with the instant proceeding. 
It recites the fact that its service at 
Lewistown is temporarily suspended 
while this point is served by Frontier, 
and that if Frontier’s service were dis¬ 
continued it would technically be re¬ 
quired to resume service. It urges that 
consolidation would not unduly delay 
completion of the proceeding since its 
evidence would be extremely limited. 

On August 31, 1961, Frontier and 
North Central filed a motion for leave to 
file a reply to Northwest’s answer, and 
with said motion filed the proposed re¬ 
ply. Our rules of practice make no pro¬ 
vision for replies to answers in matters 
of this kind, and the Board is reluctant 
to encourage the encumbering of its 
dockets with more documents than are 
essential. Permission to file an unau¬ 
thorized document may lead to further 
requests for leave to file in rebuttal of 
new material in each succeeding docu¬ 
ment permitted to be filed. A principal 
basis for the request is that if no hear¬ 
ing is to be held no opportunity would 
be afforded to correct errors in the 
answering material or to supply newly 
discovered and relevant material. Since 
the Board proposes that a hearing be 
held in this matter, opportunity will be 
presented to supply for the record any 
deficiencies, or to correct any errors 
noted, in accordance with our normal 
practice. On the basis of all of these 
considerations, we will deny the appli¬ 
cants’ motion and direct that the pro¬ 
posed reply be rejected for filing. 

As indicated, it is our opinion that 
after careful consideration of the plead¬ 
ings and all the surrounding circum¬ 
stances, that the many complex and con¬ 
troversial issues present require that a 
hearing be held on the application here¬ 
in and we will deny the request of the 
joint applicants that the transfer be 
approved without such hearing. Fur¬ 
thermore, as we have also indicated, it 
is our determination that a “Use It Or 
Lose It” hearing will be held with re¬ 
spect to those points and segments, some 
of which are proposed to be transferred 


from Frontier to North Central, which 
appear not to have met the minimum 
standards set forth in the announced 
“Use It Or Lose It” policy after having 
enjoyed a full trial period. Accordingly, 
we will deny Northwest’s request that a 
“Use It Or Lose It” hearing be held be¬ 
fore a hearing on the proposed transfer 
agreement. Consolidation of both mat¬ 
ters into one hearing will not unduly 
delay the proceeding or expand the is¬ 
sues. On the other hand, to treat these 
intimately related issues separately 
would most probably result in an un¬ 
necessary expenditure of effort and 
money for all concerned. 

Accordingly, we will institute an in¬ 
vestigation, pursuant to sections 1002(b), 
401(g), 401(h), and 412 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, (the 
Act) to determine whether the transfer 
of segments 9, 15, 16 and that part of 
segment 10 north of Rapid City of Fron¬ 
tier’s route 73 to North Central, or any 
portions of those segments or any of 
the points served on any of the segments 
described in the agreement of July 21, 
1961, is in the public interest and should 
be approved. 

In addition to the issues outlined 
above, since Minot, North Dakota, 
which has originated over 5 passengers 
per day may lose north-south air serv¬ 
ice through the deletion of segment 9, 
we will also consider in this proceeding 
the possibility of certificating Minot as 
the terminal on segment 10. We note 
from the information in the attached 
appendices that Minot on segment 9 has 
generated nearly as much traffic as has 
Bismarck-Mandan, the terminal for seg¬ 
ments 9 and 10. 

In view of the foregoing, we will con¬ 
solidate for hearing, the investigation 
of the agreement between Frontier and 
North Central for the transfer of cer¬ 
tain segments and points with the in¬ 
vestigation to determine whether those 
and other points should be deleted from 
Frontier’s certificate. Any deletions 
which may result may, in turn, necessi¬ 
tate consideration of minor realignment 
in Frontier’s route structure, irrespective 
of the proposed transfer, or a change in 
the limitations on its certificate author¬ 
izations. 

We will not consider new or previously 
filed route applications of any carrier 
nor possible certificate modifications, ex¬ 
cept Western’s application to delete 
Lewistown, Docket 12295, which is closely 
connected with the question of continu¬ 
ing Frontier service to that city, and 
except as otherwise contemplated above. 
We intend that the investigation be con¬ 
ducted so that it may proceed promptly 
and be disposed of in the shortest pos¬ 
sible time upon an adequate record. To 
this end, we direct that all procedural 
steps henceforth be accorded expedited 
treatment. 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 

1. That an investigation be and it 
hereby is instituted pursuant to section 
401(g) of the Act, and assigned Docket 
13394, to determine (a) whether the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity require 
continuation, and if so, for what period, 
or suspension or elimination of the au¬ 
thority of Frontier to serve: Glasgow, 
Glendive, Great Falls, Havre, Lewis¬ 


town, Miles City, Sidney, and Wolf Point, 
Montana, Williston, North Dakota’ 
Idaho Falls, Idaho, and Rawlins, Wyo! 
and the segments presently designated 
as 9, 15 and 16, and that part of segment 
7 between Riverton-Lander and Idaho 
Falls in Frontier’s certificate; (b) in the 
event the termination of any point re- 
suits in nonstop service between points 
which some other carrier is already au¬ 
thorized to serve on a nonstop basis, 
whether the public convenience and 
necessity require the suspension or elimi¬ 
nation of the entire segment or portion 
thereof; or change in the limitations 1 
contained in Frontier’s certificate; and 
(c) whether the public convenience and 
necessity require the suspension of serv¬ 
ice between Riverton-Lander and Jack- 
son, Wyoming during the winter sea¬ 
son; 

2. That the joint application of Fron¬ 
tier and North Central in Docket 12849, 
insofar as it requests approval of the 
transfer of segments 9, 15 and 16 and 
that part of segment 10 north of Rapid 
City of Frontier’s route 73, to North Cen¬ 
tral, without hearing, be and it hereby 
is denied; 

3. That an investigation be and it 
hereby is instituted pursuant to sections 
401(g), 401(h), 412, and 1002(b) of the 
Act, and assigned Docket 13395, to deter¬ 
mine whether the transfer of segments 
9, 15, and 16 and that part of segment 10 
north of Rapid City, of Frontier’s route 
73 to North Central, or any portions of 
those segments or any of the points 
served on any of the segments described 
in the agreement of July 21, 1961, is in 
the public interest and should be 
approved; 

4. That the issue of the certification 
of Minot, North Dakota, as the terminal 
of segment 10 be and it hereby is in¬ 
cluded in this proceeding ; 

5. That the investigation instituted in 
Docket 13395, the application in Docket 
12849 for approval of the route transier 
agreement between North Central an 
Frontier Airlines, dated July 21, l y ; 
and Docket 13394, the “use it or lose it 
investigation, with respect to those 
Frontier segments and points referre 
herein be, and they hereby are, consoli¬ 
dated for hearing and decision; 

6' That the motion of Western foi 
consolidation of its application in dock 
12995 for hearing in this proceeding 
and it hereby is granted; ,. 

7. The motion of Frontier and No 
Central for leave to file a reply to N 
west’s answer be, and it hereby is d - 

8. That a copy of this order shall 
served on North Central Airlines, in 
Frontier Airlines, Inc., Western 
Lines, Inc., the cities of B i r lll ^ g p , I ^ r i S - 

gow, Glendive, Great Falls, Havi , ^ 

town, Miles City, Sidney, dan , 

Point, Montana; Bismarck, . Qta 
Minot, and Williston, Nort der 

Idaho Falls, Idaho, and „ w ho ; 

Riverton and Rawlins, Wyo ' ^is 
are hereby made parties 

proceeding; c v,all be 

9. That a copy of this order shai^ d 

served on Northwest Airlines, 

West Coast Airlines, Inc., ana 

4 This limitation applies only to tlie 
of seasonal service at Jackson. 
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South Dakota, and Dickinson, North 

Dakota; , 

10. That, except to the extent granted 
herein, all motions, petitions, objections 
and requests filed in this proceeding be 
and each is hereby denied; 

11 . That this order be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 62-1664; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 11879; Order E-18020] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement Relating to Specific 
Commodity Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 13th day of February 1962. 

In the matter of an agreement adopted 
by Traffic Conference 1 of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association re¬ 
lating to specific commodity rates, 
Docket 11879, Agreement C.A.B. 14827*, 
R-73. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and 
Part 261 of the Board’s economic regu¬ 
lations, an agreement between various 
air carriers, foreign air carriers, and 
other carriers, embodied in the resolu¬ 
tions of Traffic Conference 1 of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association 
(IATA), and adopted pursuant to the 
provisions of Resolution 590-Commodity 
Hates Board. 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
Promulgated in IATA Memorandum 
TCI/Rates 1328, names an additional 
specific commodity rate under item 6100, 
as follows: 65 cents per kilogram, min¬ 
imum weight 500 kilograms, from Bo¬ 
gota to New York City. 

The Board, acting pursuant to sec- 
wwis 102, 204(a), and 412 of the Act, 

oes not find the subject agreement to 
oe adverse to the public interest or in 

olation °f the Act, provided that ap- 
P oval thereof is conditioned as here¬ 
inafter ordered: 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 

Agreement C.A.B. 14827, R-73, 
Tri m 1 ^ Corporates TATA Memorandum 
thn/o a ^ s 1328 > is approved, provided 
a PP rov al shall not constitute 
scrin?f al 0f specific commodity de- 
contained therein for pur¬ 
ges of tariff publication. 


2. That 


any air carrier party to the 


or any interested person, 

servi^^T 15 days from the date of 
confab- submit statements in writing, 
to!?pth lng reas ons deemed appropriate 
Port su PP°rting data, in sup- 

actinn .° r ! n op P° si bion to the Board’s 
copies ftM? 1 An ori Sinal and nineteen 
with thn S 16 state ments should be filed 
Board m Board ’ s D °cket Section. The 
such < 5 taf ay ’ Upon consideration of any 
its filed> modif y or rescind 

herein by subsequent order. 

No. 34 - 5 


This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1665; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:51 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 14348; FCC 62M-221] 

ANTENNAVISION SERVICE CO., INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Continuing Hearing * 

In re applications of Antennavision 
Service Company, Inc., Docket No. 14348, 
File Nos. 4083, 4084, 4085, 4086, Cl-P-61; 
for construction permits to establish sta¬ 
tions in the Point-to-Point Microwave 
Radio Service located respectively at 
Toro Peak, El Centro, 14 miles ESE of 
Holtville, and 8 miles SE of Ogilby, 
California. 

Preliminary statement. 1. The Hear¬ 
ing Examiner has before him a Petition 
for Leave to Amend and two Supple¬ 
ments thereto, filed by Antennavision 
Service Company, Inc. (Antennavision), 
on January 29, January 31 and February 
7, 1962, respectively. In essence Anten¬ 
navision seeks leave to amend its original 
applications herein to provide for an ad¬ 
ditional point of communication to serve 
a customer with which the applicant al¬ 
legedly has no identity of interest, owner¬ 
ship or otherwise, either directly or 
indirectly. 

Background. 2. As originally filed, the 
applications which are subject to hearing 
herein contemplated that communica¬ 
tion service would be provided to Valley 
Telecasting Co., Inc., a community an¬ 
tenna system which is owned 100 percent 
by Bruce Merrill, the principal stock¬ 
holder of Antennavision. Upon consid¬ 
eration of this application, the Com¬ 
mission issued its Order of designation 
on October 30, 1961, wherein it stated 
that it was unable to find that a grant 
of the application would serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity and, 
therefore, required a hearing on specified 
issues. In the same Order, the Commis¬ 
sion found that the determination of the 
designated issues would involve facts 
common to certain related applications 
of Antennavision designated for hearing 
in Docket Nos. 14336-14340. The Com¬ 
mission therefore ordered that the 
hearing in the instant proceeding be con¬ 
solidated with the hearing in the afore¬ 
mentioned dockets. 

3. Two prehearing conferences were 
held on the consolidated dockets on No¬ 
vember 27, 1961, and January 29, 1962. 
In the course of these conferences, coun¬ 
sel for Antennavision advised that 
negotiations had been taking place for 
some time with respect to the provision 
of service to a non-affiliated customer 
insofar as the facilities at issue in the 
instant docket were concerned, but that 
no such negotiations apparently had 
taken place with respect to the proceed¬ 


ings involved in Docket Nos. 14336- 
14340. Accordingly, a hearing on the 
latter dockets was scheduled to com¬ 
mence on April 2, 1962 (see Order Fol¬ 
lowing Further Prehearing Conference, 
FCC 62M-146, released February 1, 
1962). On the other hand, it was clear 
that, since Antennavision was seeking 
permission to serve persons not asso¬ 
ciated with it, the identity of issues be¬ 
tween the instant proceeding and Docket 
Nos. 14336-14340 would no longer obtain. 
The Hearing Examiner therefore, by 
Order released February 1, 1962 (FCC 
62M-148), granted Antennavision’s Peti¬ 
tion for Severance, and severed the pro¬ 
ceedings herein from those in Docket 
Nos. 14336-14340. 

The instant pleadings. 4. In the in¬ 
stant petition, Antennavision alleges that 
although when it filed its application 
on June 7, 1961, it proposed to provide 
service to an affiliated subscriber it had, 
even prior to the time of such filing, been 
negotiating with a proposed customer 
which would not be directly or indirectly 
affiliated with it. Antennavision then 
states that negotiations were consum¬ 
mated in December, 1961; that it now 
has a firm request for service from this 
new independent customer; and that on 
January 29, 1962, it filed its original 
Petition for Leave to Amend, with an 
attached amendment, in order to secure 
the authorization necessary to enable it 
to serve such independent customer. 
Antennavision argues that the grating 
of the Petition for Leave to Amend and 
the acceptance of the tendered amend¬ 
ment pursuant to the Commission’s 
rules would allow Antennavision to pro¬ 
pose service to an independent customer; 
that such service would pursuant to the 
definition set forth in the Commission’s 
Order of designation constitute service 
to a “public subscriber”; and that this in 
turn would provide grounds for the grant 
by the Commission of a petition for 
reconsideration and grant without hear¬ 
ing, thereby obviating the need for fur¬ 
ther hearing in the instant proceeding. 
Finally, Antennavision states that the 
Common Carrier Bureau does not inter¬ 
pose any objection to a grant of the 
Petition. 

5. On the basis of all of the foregoing, 
it is argued that Antennavision has at all 
times acted in a timely fashion and in 
good faith pursuant to then existing 
Commission policy and has shown good 
cause for a grant of the petition here 
under consideration as required by appli¬ 
cable sections of the Commission’s rules 
(47 CFR 1.443 and 21.23). 

Discussion. 6. The basic question to 
be determined by the Examiner at this 
stage of the proceedings is whether 
Antennavision has shown good cause for 
a grant of leave to file the amendment 
under consideration approximately three 
months after the matter was designated 
for hearing. It is to be noted first that 
this is not a comparative proceeding and 
that the only other party hereto, the 
Commission’s Common Carrier Bureau, 
interposes no objection to a grant of the 
petition. Furthermore, grant of the 
petition would provide the basis for the 
filing of a petition for reconsideration 
and grant without hearing which could 
obviate the need for the presently desig- 
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nated hearing. Finally, it is to be noted 
that the appplicant apparently has been 
attempting to consummate the agree¬ 
ment which is the subject of the offered 
amendment a considerable time before 
the Order of designation was issued, and 
that negotiations apparently had been in 
progress even before the application was 
originally filed in June, 1961. Under all 
of these circumstances, it would appear 
to the Examiner that there is ample 
precedent for a grant of the petition. 1 

7. The proposed amendment does, 
however, present several other problems 
which should be disposed of herein. 
First of all, at the prehearing conference 
held on January 29, 1962, the Examiner’s 
attention was called to the fact that, 
when an amendment of the type herein 
involved is tendered for filing, the Com¬ 
mission’s Common Carrier Bureau nor¬ 
mally assigns a file number to it. The 
Commission’s rules specifically provide, 
however (47 CFR 21.20(c)), that the 
assignment of a file number to such 
applications is for the administrative 
convenience of the Commission and does 
not indicate the acceptance of the appli¬ 
cations for filing and processing. Sec¬ 
ondly, it appears that under the require¬ 
ments of statute (47 U.S.C. 309(b) (A)) 
and the Commission’s rules (47 CFR 
21.27 and 21.33), certain types of amend¬ 
ments (and the Bureau feels the one here 
under consideration is such), require 
that a specified period elapse after public 
notice is given of their filing before 
definitive action thereon may be taken. 
Accordingly, the action of the Hearing 
Examiner herein in granting the Peti¬ 
tion for Leave to Amend is to be con¬ 
strued only as authorization for the 
tendering of the application for filing 
without in any way passing upon the 
technical acceptability thereof. Fur¬ 
thermore, it is in no way intended to, and 
in fact cannot, toll the applicable public 
notice periods provided for by the statute 
and the rules. Finally, it is clear that the 
petition for reconsideration referred to 
by Antennavision cannot be filed until 
after full compliance with the afore¬ 
mentioned statutory and regulatory pro¬ 
visions has been achieved and the grant 
of the petition herein is so conditioned. 

8. It is to be noted that the purpose 
of these amendments is to afford a ve¬ 
hicle for a request for Commission re¬ 
consideration and grant without hearing. 
In view of the possibility that this matter 
may be resolved without such hearing, 
or alternatively that the Commission 
might decide to alter the issues upon 
which the matter is now designated for 
hearing, it would appear that no pur¬ 
pose would be served by requiring the 
holding of a hearing until such time that 
the Commission has had opportunity to 
pass upon a petition for reconsideration 
which Antennavision undertakes to file 
upon the expiration of the time periods 
hereinabove described. Accordingly, no 
date will now be set for the hearing 
herein, pending Commission action on 
this matter. 


1 KTAG Associates, 18 RR 241; Continental 
Broadcasting Corporation, 18 RR 877; and 
Suburban Broadcasters, 19 RR 1429. 


Accordingly , it is ordered , This 13th 
day of February 1962, that the Petition 
for Leave to Amend is gr anted subject 
to the requirements of 47 CFR 21.20(c) 
with respect to defective applications 
and the provisions of 47 CFR 21.27 and 
21.33 with respect to public notice; and 
It is further ordered , That the hearing 
is continued until further order of the 
Examiner pending action by the Com¬ 
mission on a petition for reconsideration 
and grant without hearing: Provided , 
however , That any party to the proceed¬ 
ing may for good cause shown file a 
motion requesting that the hearing be 
held on a date certain. 

Released: February 14, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62 1666; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14453, 14454; FCC 62M-220] 

WILLIAM B. NEAL AND JAMES R. 
WILLIAMS 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of William B. Neal, 
Joplin, Missouri, Docket No. 14453, File 
No. BP-13695; James R. Williams, 
Lamar, Missouri, Docket No. 14454, File 
No. BP-14087; for construction permits. 

A prehearing conference in the above- 
entitled matter having been held on 
February 12, 1962, and it appearing that, 
in light of the pendency of a petition to 
dismiss application filed by James R. 
Williams which may obviate the neces¬ 
sity for formal hearing sessions, certain 
rulings were made by Hearing Examiner 
which properly should be formalized by 
order; 

It is ordered, This 13th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1962, that the hearing heretofore 
scheduled to commence on March 12, 
1962, is continued pending further order 
of the Hearing Examiner. 

Released: February 14, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 62-1667; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13227, 13251; FCC 62M-218] 

SEVEN LOCKS BROADCASTING CO. 
AND TENTH DISTRICT BROADCAST¬ 
ING CO. 

Order Scheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Seven Locks 
Broadcasting Company, Potomac-Cabin 
John, Maryland, Docket No. 13227, File 
No. BP-11877; Mary Cobb and Richard 
S. Cobb, d/b as Tenth District Broad¬ 
casting Company, McLean, Virginia, 
Docket No. 13251, File No. BP-13153; for 
construction permits. 

It is ordered, This 13th day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1962, that all parties or their coun¬ 


sel in the above-styled proceeding are |] 
directed to appear for a hearing con¬ 
ference pursuant to the provisions of I 
§ 1.111 of the Commission’s rules at the 
offices of the Commission in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., at 10 a.m., March 9, 1962, for 
the purpose of expediting the further 
hearing to be held pursuant to the order 
of remand and the newly added issues in | 
this proceeding. 

Released: February 14, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1668; Filed. Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:51 a.m.l 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSI 

ZIM ISRAEL NAVIGATION CO., LTD 
ET AL. 

Notice of Agreements Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreements have been filed I 
with the Commission for approval pur-1 
suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. I 
814): 

Agreement 8448-1, between Zim Israel 
Navigation Co., Ltd., as the “ocean serv¬ 
ice”, trading between U.S. Atlantic ports j 
and Monrovia, and Farrell Lines Inc., as 
the “feeder service”, operating between | 
Monrovia and Harbel, Grand Bassa, 
Sinoe and Cape Palmas, Liberia, modi¬ 
fies the original approved agreement to | 
provide for the specific dollar apportion¬ 
ment of revenues derived from the car¬ 
riage of bulk latex, packaged rubber and 
bagged rice, when transhipped between 
the “ocean service” and the “feeder | 
service” 

Agreement 8756, between States | 
Steamship Company and Lykes Bros. 
Steamship Company, Inc., covers a 
through billing arrangement on 
cargo, lumber and lumber products from 
Sarawak to U.S. Gulf ports, with tran¬ 
shipment at Hong Kong, B.C.C., me | 
Philippines and Japan. ....... . 

Agreement 8768, between Farrell Lin 
Incorporated and Lloyd ^nesttoo 
S.P.A.N. of Trieste, covers a througi 
billing arrangement in the trade it 
U.S. Atlantic ports to Mogadiscio, w | 
transhipment at Mombasa. . 

Agreement 8769, between Flota mi 
cante Grancolombiana, S.A. and 
Steamship Company, Inc., cov 
through billing arrangement mmem 
from Ecuador. Colombia, Honduias. 
Costa Rica, Guatemala, Mexico 
Peru to the Virgin Islands, with transi r j 
ment at New York or Baltimore. 

Interested parties may ^ nsp ® ct JjJ at 
agreements and obtain copies th 
the Bureau of Foreign Re S pl ®f °“’L,,. 

eral Maritime Commission Washing^ 

D.C., and may submit within,»' «■» 
after publication of this pot fi em ents 

Federal Register, written starew | 

with reference to any of th ova j f 
ments and their position as to aPP 









FEDERAL REGISTER 


I Saturday, February 17, 1962 

I disappoval, or modification, together 
I with request for hearing should such 
I hearing be desired. 

Dated: February 13,1962. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
| Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

I [P.R. Doc. 62-1647; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 966] 

OLIVER J. OLSON & CO. AND 
C. R. NICKERSON 

Reduction in Rates; Pacific Coast- 
Hawaii; Notice of Supplemental 
Order 

On February 1,1962, the Federal Mari- 
I time Commission entered the following 
Second Supplemental Order to the origi¬ 
nal order in this proceeding dated De-~ 
I cember 27, 1961. 

It appearing, that by order dated De¬ 
cember 27, 1961, the Commission entered 
I into an investigation concerning, among 
other things, the lawfulness of reduced 
rates on lumber contained in tariff 
schedule of Oliver J. Olson & Co., C. R. 
Nickerson, Agent, designated therein, 
and suspended the operation of said rates 
to and including April 27, 1962; and 
It further appearing, that the Spe¬ 
cial Permission Committee—Domestic 
having found good cause therefor has on 
January 24, 1962, granted the Oliver J. 
Olson & Co., C. R. Nickerson, Agent, spe¬ 
cial permission to cancel such suspended 
matter on not less than one day’s notice 
under Special Permission No. 3972 and 
Pursuant thereto, such matter has been 
Properly cancelled; and 
I Qim^ furtller a PP e &ring, that by First 
iQfi P o P e ^ ental ° rder dated January 31, 
va J: tbe Commission ordered the in¬ 
vestigation instituted under Docket No. 

on inmi° far u as R Pertained to the rates 
! on T f^ber, be discontinued; and 

Oltnn » S er ap P earin S> that Oliver J. 

I filed vm F?** C * R * Nick erson, Agent, has 
FMC 10 ^ to height Tariff No. 
on w N \ 32 namin & new reduced rates 
ruarv^Toi? become effective on Feb- 
No.^T^and’ Under Special Permission 

have^ her ?PP ear ing, that protests 
mission t received Petitioning the Com- 

reduced rates; and d investigate said 

foission^nftl appea f in S. that the Com- 
and also rl f consider ing said protests 
Olson ^ submi tted by Oliver J. 
01 the nni?v C ' Nici£ erson, Agent, is 
•umber new rates on 

n °t be , said sche dule should 

of a Publir P fm de ^- but made the subject 
determine 0 and hearing to 

sonable anri^^ 61 ' . they are just, rea- 
Shipping^ct , ®^ 136 lawful under the 

hTtercoastal ’Jw 6, 88 amend ed, or the 
I tended; Shippm ® Act, 1933, as 

^ c mng r ^Zt’J t t i i 0rd S red ' That ^ 

include in h . ereby is, expanded 
^der investi to the matte rs now 

m concenrinf^ n \ an investigation into 
neerning the lawfulness of the new 


reduced commodity rates on lumber con¬ 
tained in the said schedule with a view 
to making such findings and orders in the 
premises as the facts and circumstances 
shall warrant; and 

It is further ordered, That all sub¬ 
sequent revisions of the said rates, filed 
by the respondent in this proceding, shall 
be, and they are hereby placed under 
investigation in this proceeding; and 

It is further ordered, That copies of 
this order shall be filed with the said 
tariff schedule in the Bureau of Domestic 
Regulation of the Federal Maritime 
Commission; and 

It is further ordered , That (I) the in¬ 
vestigation herein ordered be assigned 
for public hearing before an examiner 
of the Commission’s Office of Hearing 
Examiners, at a date and place to be 
determined and announced by the Chief 
Examiner, to receive evidence in this 
proceeding, which will provide an ade¬ 
quate record for proper disposition of 
the issues and that an initial decision be 
issued; (H) a copy of this order shall 
forthwith be served upon all respondents 
and protestants herein; (HI) the said 
respondents and protestants be duly 
notified of the time and place of the 
hearing ordered; and (IV) this order and 
notice of the said hearing be published 
in the Federal Register. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1648; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 966] 

OLIVER J. OLSON & CO. AND C. R. 

NICKERSON 

Reduction in Rates; Pacific Coast- 

Hawaii; Notice of Supplemental 

Order 

On January 31,1962, the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission entered the following 
First Supplemental Order to the original 
order in this proceeding dated December 
27, 1961. 

It appearing, that by order dated De¬ 
cember 27,1961, the Commission entered 
into an investigation concerning, among 
other things, the lawfulness of reduced 
rates on lumber contained in tariff 
schedule designated therein, and sus¬ 
pended the operation of said rates to and 
including April 27, 1962; and 

It further appearing, that on January 
24, 1962, there was granted the Oliver 
J. Olson & Co., C. R. Nickerson, Agent 
special permission authority to cancel 
such suspended matter on not less than 
one day’s notice under Special Permis¬ 
sion No. 3972 and pursuant thereto, such 
matter has been properly cancelled; 

Now, therefore, it is ordered. That the 
investigation instituted under Docket 
No. 966, insofar as it pertains to the rates 
on lumber be, and it is hereby discon¬ 
tinued; and 

It is further ordered. That copies of 
this order shall be filed with the said 
tariff schedule in the Bureau of Domes- 
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tic Regulation, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission; and 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this order shall forthwith be served upon 
all respondents and protestants herein; 
and that this order be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

By the Commission. 


Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1649; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. CP61-186, CI61-601] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. AND 
SKELLY OIL CO. 

Notice of Applications and Date of 
Hearing 

February 12, 1962. 

Take notice that on January 6, 1961, 
as supplemented on October 20, 1961, 
Northern Natural Gas Company (North¬ 
ern), 2223 Dodge Street, Omaha 1, Ne¬ 
braska, filed in Docket No. CP61-186 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the construction and opera¬ 
tion of a 7,000 horsepower compressor 
station and a 10-inch pipeline tie-over 
to connect its existing 10-inch field line 
with its existing 16-inch transmission 
line, all in Lea County, New Mexico, and 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion, as supplemented, which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Take further notice that on October 
17, 1960, as supplemented on September 
15, and October 18,1961, Skelly Oil Com¬ 
pany (Skelly), P.O. Box 1650, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, filed in Docket No. CI61-601 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the sale of residue gas to 
Northern from Skelly’s Eunice No. 1 and 
Eunice No. 2 Plants in Lea County, New 
Mexico, all as more fully set forth in the 
application, as supplemented, which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The applications in this proceeding set 
forth an agreement between Skelly and 
Northern for Skelly to sell and Northern 
to buy 40 percent of the residue gas from 
Skelly’s afore-mentioned natural gaso¬ 
line extraction plants. Northern would 
not be obligated to purchase in excess 
of 40,000 Mcf of gas per day. In the 
event that one of the plants is closed 
down, Northern would have the right to 
40 percent of the residue gas from the 
remaining plant. 

The application in Docket No. CP61- 
186 states that the additional facilities 
are necessary for Northern to receive 
the additional gas into its transmission 
system. Northern proposes to use the 
additional gas to supplement its total gas 
supplies for general distribution in its 
market area and does not propose to en- 
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large its system salable capacity nor 
make any additional sales. The proposed 
facilities are estimated to cost $2,206,880, 
and would be financed from funds on 
hand and cash generated through opera¬ 
tions. Northern estimates that 104,881 
MMcf will be available to it under the 
contract. 

The application in Docket No. CI61- 
601 states that the subject gas would be 
supplied from 1,051 wells located in 
Lea County, New Mexico, which Skelly 
works as operator and as owner of oil 
and gas leases. The initial price for the 
proposed sale is 13.75 cents per Mcf 
with periodic escalations. 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed of 
as promptly as possible under the appli¬ 
cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on March 
15, 1962, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW, Washington, D.C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such applications: 
Provided, however, That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for Applicants to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before March 
5, 1962. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the interme¬ 
diate decision procedure in cases where 
a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1632; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 

AMENDMENTS TO THE STATEMENT 
OF ORGANIZATION 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the following amendments 
to the Statement of Organization of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(19 F.R. 8071, December 8, 1954), as 
amended, are prescribed: 

1. Districts 1, 7, and 22 of paragraph 
(b) of section 1.51 are amended so that 
when taken with the introductory ma¬ 
terial they will read as follows: 


Sec. 1.51 Field Service. The territory 
within which officials of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service are located is 
divided into regions, districts, suboffices, 
and Border Patrol Sectors as follows: 
***** 

(b) District offices. The following 
districts, which are designated by num¬ 
bers, have fixed headquarters and are 
divided as follows: 

1. St. Albans, Vermont. The district 
office in St. Albans, Vermont, has juris¬ 
diction over the State of Vermont; also, 
over the United States immigration 
office located in the Province of Quebec, 
Canada. 

***** 

7. Buffalo, New York. The district 
office in Buffalo, New York, has jurisdic¬ 
tion over the State of New York except 
that part within the jurisdiction of Dis¬ 
trict No. 3; also, over the United States 
immigration offices located in the Prov¬ 
ince of Ontario, Canada. 

***** 

22. Portland, Maine. The district 
office in Portland, Maine, has jurisdiction 
over the State of Maine. 

2. Subparagraph (4) of paragraph (c) 
Suboffices of section 1.51 Field Service is 
amended to read as follows: 

(4) Immigration offices in foreign 
countries. 

Athens, Greece. 

Guadalajara, Mexico. 

Hamilton, Bermuda. 

Havana, Cuba. 

Hong Kong, B.C.C. 

Monterrey, Mexico. 

Montreal, Quebec, Canada. 

Naples, Italy. 

Nassau, Bahamas. 

Ottawa, Ontario, Canada. 

Palermo, Italy. 

Rome, Italy. 

Tijuana, Mexico. 

Tokyo, Japan. 

Toronto, Ontario, Canada. 

Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada. 
Victoria, British Columbia, Canada. 

Vienna, Austria. 

Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada. 

Dated: February 13, 1962. 

R. F. Farrell, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1660; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962; 
8:49 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

February 14,1962. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 37559: T.O.F.C.—Class and 
commodity rates between southern and 


southwestern territory. Filed by South- 1 
western Freight Bureau, Agent (No. 
B-8144), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on various commodities moving I 
on class or commodity rates, loaded in 
trailers or demountable trailer bodies, 
and transported on railroad flat or open- 
top equipment, between points in south¬ 
ern territory, on the one hand, and points | 
in southwestern territory, on the other. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck | 
competition. 

Tariff: Southwestern Freight Bureau I 
tariff I.C.C. 4464, and supplement 2| 
thereto. 

By the Commissioner. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-1652; Filed, Feb. 16, 1962;] 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 597] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February 14, 1962. 
Synopses of orders entered pursuant I 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre- 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part l<"'■ 
appear below: L 

As provided in the Commission s spe- 1 
cial rules of practice any interested pci-1 
son may file a petition seeking re c ° n ; 1 
sideration of the following numbeiefll 
proceedings within 20 days from the aa« 
of publication of this notice. P“ r ® ua “| 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 1 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition I 
will postpone the effective date of tnei 
order in that proceeding pending its ois-. 
position. The matters relied upon Ml 
petitioners must be specified i J 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 64672. By order of Fehiu 
ary 9,1962, the Transfer Board 
the transfer to Ruzicka Coal & Hau “ I 
Co., St. Louis, Mo., of the operatiml 
rights in Certificate No. MC 39045, ssu I 
May 22, 1942, to John Kmc* fgl 
business as Ruzicka Coal & tLnsDorT 
St. Louis, Mo., authorizing thetranspol 
tation of coal, over irregula ^ J 
from points in Madison and St I 
Counties, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo. g( I 

Brooks II, 411 North Seventh Stre , | 

Louis 1, Mo., applicants attorney. | 
No. MC-FC 64696. By ordei of F ^ 
ary 9,1962, the Transfer Boaid app I 
the transfer to William A Messmei .^1 
ing business as Messmer s Exp > ?0 89 1 

City, N.J., of Certificate No. MC J 
issued September 21, 1943, essmer , i| 
Messmer and William A. Messin er's| 
partnership, doing business a ^ horiziIl | 
Express, Union City, N.,r’eneral c0 ®'| 
the transportation of. Cen I 

modifies, excluding household 
commodities in bulk, andothei Pi 
commodities, between P®"' an d.o«l 
County, N.J., the one ^ x tu e prod-] 
the other. New York, N-Y-. su ppli«| 
ucts, and raw materials j o 

used in the mamifautm^ th 
irregular routes, **tweeni^ NJ 
Passaic and Bergen Count Ne ,| 

the one hand, and, on the 






Saturday, February 17, 1962 

York, N.Y. Lewis W. Vanderbach, 6823 
Bergenline Avenue, Guttenberg, N.J., 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 64736. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 9,1962, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Jetway Inc., Lansdale, Pa., 
of Certificate No. MC 78763, issued 
August 18, 1961, to George P. Cooper 
(Leona E. Cooper, Executrix) and How¬ 
ard M. Mesharer, a partnership, doing 
business as State Transfer Co., Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: household goods, machinery, 
building construction materials requir¬ 
ing special equipment or handling, and 
new and used furniture, from, to, or 
between specified points in Pennsylvania,^ 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 
land, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, the District of Columbia, 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, 
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Florida, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Michigan. John W. Frame, 603 North 
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa., represent¬ 
ative for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 64757. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 9, 1962, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Distributors Service Co., 
Inc., Parkersburg, W. Va., of Certificate 
No. MC 108392 issued February 26, 1948, 
to Edward Lofty, doing business as Dis¬ 
tributors Service Co., Parkersburg, W. 
Va., authorizing the transportation of 
malt beverages, in containers, over ir¬ 
regular routes, from Cleveland and Cin¬ 
cinnati, Ohio, Louisville, Ky., Jeannette 
and Pittsburgh, Pa., and Fort Wayne and 
South Bend, Ind., to Parkersburg, W. Va., 
and empty malt beverage containers, on 
return. Theodore H. Ghiz, 411 D Street, 
South Charleston 3, W. Va., attorney for 
applicants. 
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No. MC-FC 64770. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 9,1962, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Charles D. Carew and 
Thomas B. Carew, a partnership, doing 
business as Standard Transfer, 1225 V 2 
North Second Street, Stevens Point, Wis., 
the entire operating rights in Certificate 
No. MC 11569 issued June 7, 1950, to 
Cyril J. Peters, doing business as Stand¬ 
ard Service, Transfer, 320 Frontenac 
Avenue, Stevens Point, Wis., authorizing 
the transportation of household goods, 
over irregular routes, between Stevens 
Point, Wis., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois and Minnesota. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 62-1653; Piled, Peb. 16, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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